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QUESTION FOR CARDINAL SPELLMAN 
d other editorials by KENNETH LESLIE 


Eleanor Packard in the American magazine, January, 1943, writing on the | 
ject “The Pope and the War” described the Hitler-protected missions of 
‘Roman Church in territory taken from the Soviets by the Nazis: 

“In support of its campaign of ‘converting’ the Soviets to the practice of 
igion—whether Catholic or otherwise—the Vatican for the past fifteen years 
: been quietly training priests to do missionary work in Russia. On an obscure 
e street in Rome there was a seminary where priests could study for this 
rk. Besides learning to speak Russian, Ukrainian, and other languages 
d in the Soviet republics, they received special instruction in how to combat 
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any heretical ideas that may have been absorbed by the Russian people in th 
past twenty- -five yeats. 

“I learned while still in Rome that a number of priests had already gon 
into those parts of Russia that had been occupied by the German army, 4 
were endeavoring to spread the Catholic religion. One Vatican authority 
me that the Holy See did not regard this as taking: any political stand, bug 
simply as a part of its fundamental policy of sending Catholic missionaries 
wherever they were permitted to go, regardless of circumstances. The Germa 
were willing to allow the priests to carry out their missionary work becaus 
they believed there were many Russians and Ukrainians who secretly yearne 
for religion, and that therefore if the German army was followed by priests 
it would help to reconcile the Russians to German occupation.” 


It staggers the imagination to think that an institution of religion, 
matter how convinced of its unique value for mankind, could take advar 
tage of the bestial Nazi slaughterers of little children, wholesale debauchet 
of womankind, robbers and despoilers, to carry on their missionary activities if 
the very time and place in which these bloody deeds go forward, taking ad 
vantage of the utter distress of the victims of those deeds and under the pro 
tection of the foul Nazis. 

It will be interesting to Americans to learn what has recently come to th 
attention of THE PROTESTANT with respect to one of these missionarie 
who was sent not to the Nazi front in Russia but to the Nazi front amon§ 
Russians here in America. This man, according to our information, has lived 
in New York under the protection of Archbishop Spellman and, under the g 
of a Russian missionary interested in relief, has carried on anti-Soviet propa 
ganda during the very time when Russia was our ally. His name is Fathei 
Andrew Rogosh. He is a German, born in Berlin. He studied in the seminar 
in Rome mentioned by Miss Packard. He has lived and still lives at 263 


for carrying on anti-Soviet propaganda among the Russians in this country 
at the time when the Germans had invaded Russia and were destined, in the 
opinion of many experts, to crush that unhappy country? The answer which 
occurs to us is that in bringing this German agent to America Archbishop 
Spellman was giving practical support to the Vatican’s anti-Russian crusade. In 
other words this is just one more of many things which have been done by 
Archbishop Spellman to earn his elevation to the cardinalate with the good 
chance that he may some day become Pope. 

Meanwhile Father Rogosh brings all the Russians he can get together 


into his chapel and preaches to them about the persecution of religion i 
Russia. 
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What kind of a man is Father Rogosh and what are his connections? 

According to our information, which comes from Roman Catholic sources, 
ather Rogosh was a collaborator with Cherep-Spiridovich, White Guardist, 
oted anti-Semite, who was arrested in this country as a German spy at the 
eginning of the war. Father Rogosh was a collaborator with Von Hirsch- 
Id, who was attached to the German Consulate in New York and in this con- 
late represented the German Gestapo. Father Rogosh was an informer for 
on Hirschfeld, keeping him up-to-date on the attitude of the Russians here, 
specially the anti-Soviet Russians. Father Rogosh was a member of the 
olping House, a German club, at 165 East 88 Street. Only German members 
re admitted to this club. When Von Hirschfeld was there with Father Rogosh, 
e Bund members who frequented the place greeted Father Rogosh as a su- 
erior. When the Germans were at the gates of Moscow Father Rogosh was 
ery happy and said to his Nazi friends: “Now we will go to Russia in a 
w weeks to teach the real Catholic faith to these Godless Russians. Don’t 
orry about money, there will be plenty.” Father Rogosh circulated Father 
oughlin’s Social Justice among the Russians in New York. 
One of Father Rogosh’s intimate friends is Father Vladimir Andrushkiv, a 
tainian Roman Catholic priest in Passaic, N. J., a member of a Ukrainian 
ationalistic organization. Andrushkiv was in the Polish army as a paid German 
py, crossed the German-Polish border around 1932 in the uniform of a Polish 
oldier and with a gun, handed his uniform and gun to the German authorities, 
fter which he was sent to Munich to study in the Roman Catholic Seminary. 
here he became acquainted with Father Rogosh. Father Andrushkiv was sent 
ry Eugene Cardinal Tisserant, who is Secretary of the Congregation for the 
Jriental Church, to the United States of America. He sent him to this country 
Ithough he knew that this ex-German spy, Father Andrushkiv, was in 1928 
rrested in Poland and sent to a Polish prison’ because he threw a bomb 
nto a crowd of Poles gathered at the Vostochny Torgi (annual fair) in Lvov. 
(his is the background of Father Andrushkiv, intimate friend of Rogosh. 
They are always together. 


ANTI-COMMUNIST HYSTERIA 


The American nation stands in danger of being swept into a wave of 
ysteria against so-called radicals, socialists or communists. One of the chief 
gents fanning this wave into flames of bigotry is the clerical-fascist element in 
he hierarchy of the Roman Catholic Church. Cardinal Spellman has been a 
elf-avowed leader of this element. To take one instance only, at the time when 
apan had administered a terrible defeat to American arms and had rounded 
ut her gigantic Asiatic empire the Vatican opened its doors to the Japanese 
mbassador, Ken Harada. Our State Department ventured a protest to the 
Vatican. Cardinal Spellman administered a stern rebuke to our State Depart- 


4 . THE PROTESTANT 


ment, speaking from the altar of St. Patrick’s Cathedral. This act had a 
relation to his religion which we all respect. It was the act of a serva 
of Vatican collaboration with Japanese imperialism. It was not the act of 
friend of the American state. ‘ 

Cardinal Spellman recently returned to New York from Rome where \ 
had: taken part in a consistory of the Roman cardinalate. The chief act of th 
consistory was to instigate war against Russia and against communists. TI 
hysteria against Russia and the domestic fe against communists go hat 
in hand. 

It would be regrettable indeed if we should repeat in New York wif 
happened after World War I. That such a repetition will be attempted the: 
can be no doubt. It is likely that it may gather about the heads of Cound 
men Peter Cacchione and Benjamin Davis, Jr., who were courageous enough 1 
take exception in the city council to a resolution introduced on March 5 to th 
effect that the people of the city of New York wished to express their deep ay 
pteciation and satisfaction and offer congratulations to the Catholic Chute 
in America and Francis Cardinal Spellman. The resolution, which was intr 
duced by Joseph T. Sharkey, stated that Cardinal Spellman is’ the personi 
cation of the American Creed, that he is of vigorous Christian faith, that I 
acted during the war as the military vicar of the armed forces of the Unite 
States and that he is a champion of the underprivileged. Mention howev 
was not made of the fact that he was the champion of Generalissimo Francis¢ 
Franco the butcher of the Spanish people. Nor that he had just returned froi 
a concilium whose chief aim was to prepare throughout the world immedia 
and atomic war upon the Soviet Union, prostrate and bleeding from fightir 
the Nazi beasts. We wish to warn those who are preparing an onslaugl 
against the Soviet Union and. against such men as Davis and Cacchione th 
the lesson of the last ten years of history has not been lost upon the saner hea 
of our community and that we have no intention of permitting ourselves to I 
led aside from the great constructive tasks awaiting us all. 


VATICAN-NAZI COLLABORATION 


Our State Department admitted that it put up a screen in front of tk 
indecent spectacle of a Nazi-subsidized, Roman Catholic Church newspaper i 
South America. It evidently felt that it was necessary to “protect” the reputatio 
of the church which so largely influences its decisions. Surmising that if tk 
church accepted Nazi subsidies in South America it probably did the sar 
thing in North America we wrote as follows to the head of the State Depar 
ment: 


“We learn from a dispatch to the Herald Tribune sent by its bureau 
in Buenos Aires and dated January 17, 1946, as follows: 
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‘The American Embassy in Buenos Aires released a 
quantity of documents discovered by American author- 
ities in Berlin proving Nazi connections with the 
Argentine government officials and proving Nazi control 
over part of the Argentine press. The American Charge 
d Affaires John Moors Cabot, authorized by the State De- 
partment, made public 13 out of 400 German documents 
which had been sent to Buenos Aires from Washington. 
' These documents revealed that money was sent by the 
German government and used to subsidize newspapers in 
Argentina. One of these papers was receiving money from 
the Nazis and had never been placed on the Allied black 
list. When asked by reporters why this had not been 
done, Mr. Cabot explained that that particular paper was 
also the principal-organ of the Roman Catholic Church in 
Argentina and was kept off oS black list out of deference 

to the church.’ 


“This from the Herald Tribune, an extremely reliable source of news. 
Presuming this to be true, namely that Nazi money was given to official 
Roman Catholic organs in Argentina it is quite reasonable to assume that 
Nazi money was sent to North American newspapers in a similar category. 

“Therefore we ask you to make public at the earliest possible moment 
all documents which can possibly throw any light on this phase of Nazi 
propaganda in this country. 

“This is by no means ‘a merely political question. It has the deepest 
religious implications and therefore wish you to consider our request as 
deeply urgent and rooted in a sincere and insistent desire to get at the 
truth in this matter.” 

An official of the State Department answered as follows: 

“For your information it may be stated that any German documents 
relating to subversive activities by organizations or individuals in the 
United States are being turned over for appropriate action to the various 
Government departments or agencies having jurisdiction in matters of 
domestic security. Whether or not such documents will be released for 
publication is a matter for consideration by all interested agencies of the 
Government.” 

Acting Director 
Francis H. Russell 
~~ Office of Public Affairs 


\ 


The answer which we received we can only interpret as tacit admission of 
if surmise. 
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CHURCHILL'S WAR 


Under the British system of world rule which was unique in hist» 
combining a group of democracies with a group of crown colonies, and ba 
as it was, on a popular government in England, was and still is under 
necessity of making each live alongside the other without any real kne 
edge of each other. This was a hard job. The naturally decent British pec 
had to be kept in ignorance of the monstrous cruelties incident to’ empire. 

The empire’s organ of survival is the Foreign Office. One of the tasks 
the Foreign Office is to keep the foreign empire insulated from the dome 
democracy. But there has to be a connection, a liaison, between Foreign Of 
and Parliament. For this purpose the Foreign Office needs men who on 
one hand are not afraid to look at the ‘crudities of imperial exploitation and 

_the other hand can present to the people a flattering picture of the empire. — 

It was always a sad day for the Foreign Office when somebody blurted | 
the truth, as Lord Halifax once did, when he said: “At times moral consi 
ations must give way to imperial policy.” Indeed sometimes even Foreign Of 
officials have been disgusted by the lies of politicians who of necessity must 
two-faced because in fact they face two ways. 

It would be interesting to hear some of the Foreign Office reactions to’ 
recent speech of Winston Churchill in America. That reaction would dep 
upon whether or not the Foreign Office actually desires war at this mom 
with the Soviet Union. If they do then they would applaud Churchill. True, 
first reactions to Churchill in this country were not completely favoral 
Nevertheless, given a continuing and growing anti-Soviet war propaganda th 
may well be a reaction to the reaction. If this comes about we will wake up v 
soon and find ourselves enacting the Jesuit dream of a resurrected anti-Cr 
intern, whereupon Hitler will indeed come into his own as the hammer 
God, a broken hammer, but Broken in a good cause. 


WE SHALL NOT COUNTENANCE ANTI-SOVIET WAR 


Churchill was far from original when he beat his war drum with 
Christian Cross. It would be hard to name a war during the Christian” 
which has not been blessed in like manner. If the British Foreign Office has 
way we shall fight World War III under the Cross’ which recently ble: 
Franco, Mussolini & Company. 

The power of the Papacy driving for war is regularly underestimated in 
thinking of those who plan a peaceful world. In a country where the Ron 
Church is powerful, like the United States, it is impossible for the governm 
to wage a war without at least the permission or negative blessing of 
Papacy, represented by the local hierarchy. . 

In one way or another the Papacy positively blessed every fascist di 
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would-be dictator during the rise of fascism throughout the world. Fascism 
brought the Cross into new shame. In every land in Europe, and even in 
1, fascism has carried the Christian counter-sign. What name identified with 
rise of fascism has not received from the Vatican singular marks of kindness? 


Because the Papacy identified its fortunes with fascism the plan of fascist 
Id domination was well advanced by the end of 1941. Two things went. 
ng with the plan: Dunkirk and Pearl Harbor. These two events told of a 
ain recalcitrance on the part of the British and American peoples, reluc- 
se to enact the role of obedient slaves to the New Order. Things might have 
a different if Hitler and Hirohito had stayed a little longer in their own 
iwicks and had not been quite so ready to try their strength against the 
ish Empire and the United States. France had been softened by the mystical 
2atism of the Dominicans and by the outright treason of lay Jesuit generals. 


Britain and America had likewise been softened but not to the extent of 
ace. It must not be supposed however that the Papacy was without very 
it influence in Britain or in America. Britain-America’s benevolence towards 
aco showed this clearly enough. A more important influence brought to 
t by the Papacy was in the matter of military strategy. Roosevelt’s North 
ican-Italian campaign was designed for one purpose: the salvation of the 
acy. This design was accomplished at the expense of abandoning Russia 
he full fury of Nazi arms. It came close to causing the destruction of Russia, 
ch would not necessarily have meant the defeat of Britain-America. The 
acy would not have been disappointed if Britain-America had won the war 
the cost of Russia’s’ destruction. In fact the Papacy is disappointed that 
sia still is a going concern. So now comes the new pay-off revealed by 
irchill: war on Soviet Russia. 


But the hierarchy may be reckoning without its hosts among whom we ~ 
nt millions of Catholic Americans devoted to the democratic way of life 
loyal to their allies the Soviet people. 


A war against Russia will increase the power of the Roman Church in 
erica. It will also increase the power of concentrated wealth. The com- 
ation spells fascism. Fascism and anti-Soviet war are two sides of a coin 
ich can only purchase shameful death. 


Nothing can stop this devil’s game but the living conscience of our free 
tches. 


We speak not of new dimensions of destruction which this war will reach. 
at is the stupidity of it. We speak of the immorality of it. We tremble for 
spiritual destiny of mankind. A new Anti-Comintern War using America 
he hammer of the Vatican would condemn the world to an age of sterility. 
Protestants, non-conformists, free churches and assemblies, meetings of 
‘itual minded folk, all must gather now and speak loudly and clearly. Stop 
; walk to World War III. Stop this march of madmen. We must speak out 
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today lest we reproach ourselves tomorrow stained with dishonor besi: 
dust of our broken homes. ; 
We shall not countenance nor support an anti-Soviet war. 


RUSSIA AND IRAN 


7 


Those who would foment war with the Soviet Union, being comp 
at a loss for the remotest excuse for such a war, have been frantically } 
ing to the Soviet Union’s request for oil concessions in the North of Iray 
to Soviet intervention in Northern Iran in favor of the new Iranian Azerk 
Mejlis (parliament). The meeting of this parliament was the culmir 
of an autonomous popular movement in Azerbaijan. This movement wa 
Communist, did not invade the rights of private property; its prograr 
cluded the use of the Azerbaijan language, free education, industrial and 
cultural development, and a campaign for the elimination of illiteracy. Po 
feeling generally throughout Iran supports these autonomists. Even 
landed aristocracy are not unanimous in condemnation because they realize 
teforms are very long overdue throughout Iran. Iran’s Premier, Gh 
Saltaneh, told the English Conservative paper, the Daily Telegraph, 
“Russian intervention in Azerbaijan is due to moral support for demo 
principles in accordance with the general policy of the United Nati 
The change-over was peaceful as far as the new government went. The Ce 
government however arrested an Azerbaijani delegation which flew t 
capital for negotiations. Azerbaijan itself is making rapid progress, 
prices have dropped, order is maintained, the people are moving forward. 
true that the Soviet Union is sympathetic with this movement. 

Cynics will say of course that the Soviet Union has some slight in 
in the oil of Iran. There can be not the. slightest doubt of this. The § 
Union would like to share with the British and Americans in the exploit 
of some of the oil of Iran. 

But there is a vast difference between the Soviet negotiations and tho 
the other powers. The Anglo-Iranian Oil Company, for instance, was in 
throughout the period when Iran was pro-Nazi. The oil companies o 
capitalist nations would naturally prefer to deal with autocrats rather than 
true representatives of the people’s interests. It is much cheaper to deal 
a Shah than with 12 million people or their representatives. 

The Soviet Union as an anti-imperialist power has great prestige in 
Under the terms of its negotiations Iran would own half the shares and 
trol all technical operations. Under present concessions it gets less than 
fifth and has no control at all, Under the Soviet terms all enterprises v 
revert unconditionally to Iran on the expiration of the concession. The § 
Union would make a thorough survey, build all necessary roads and wou 
responsible for the health of workers and their families. Any minerals 5 
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uld be discovered through the survey would be the property of Iran. The 
nians generally were enthusiastic but the Ango-Iranian Oil Company and the 
er companies were not so enthusiastic and their influence is paramount in 
Central government. 

The People’s Party which is called Tudeh has developed swiftly during the 
ole world upsurge of democracy. Its strength is in the industrial and 
workers; in the army and among the peasants. It stands against the ruling 
ss, land owners and industrialists-and foreign. concessionaires. 

The privileges of the rich are threatened by Tudeh. The rich therefore 
ye started a party called the National Will Party (Zias). The Iranian people 
| it “the pro-British Party.” Nomadic tribes of the South are being gathered 
ether and organized as a fascist militia to suppress the democratic move- 
ot. The Iran which suppresses the people is the Iran which our newspapers 
er to as “little Iran.” Propaganda is sweeping this country. Poor little Fin- 
d is now poor little Iran. The danger is far greater however than at the time 
sor little Finland. At that time Germany and Japan threatened the existence 
the United States. Without Russia’s aid we would have been today under 
whips of gauleiters. If during the struggle with Germany and Japan it had 
n possible to educate our youth as anti-fascist fighters then we would not 
confronted with a new war today. Tragically the fascist elements in our 
Ist prevented such education, even compelling the late President Roosevelt 
describe the war as a war of survival. This was done in obedience to one 
e, that of the Right, of the tension which operates in our life. The fascist 
> of the American national character was victorious in many departments of 
war and in our diplomacy. The whole set-up of the United Nations Organi- 
on is eloquent of that fact. Nothing could be more hypocritical than our 
codile tears over Iran. 
If we would be honest about the aspirations of peoples in lands where there 

been little opportunity for education and for the practices of democracy 
would realize that it is impossible for our armies with all their prejudices 
‘avor of wealth and power to supervise honest elections. The Soviet govern- 
nt claims that elections in Azerbaijan were held by universal, secret and 
ct ballot. It is quite likely that the people under the protection of Soviet 
is may have been mote free in expressing their wishes than the people of 
ece will be under the guns of the British. 


ITAIN AND GREECE 


When Bevin tose in the UNO meeting in London to defend England’s . 


ion in Greece it is said that a Foreign Office official pulled at his coat-tails to 
rain his language. 


Bevin is not turning out to be the smooth apologist for Empire that the 


eign Office had hoped. 
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Bevin is not sophisticated. His mind is really not at home with the Tt 
mind. Of course there are chords within him which vibrate to “Rule Britanni 
Every British school boy is thus conditioned. During the war the cause) 
imperialism was tied up with the world anti-fascist struggle and the streng 
of Empire helped save the world from Hitler, but at the same time sold t 
Greek people to the Greek fascist monarchist coalition. 

The Soviet government demanded that British troops be removed fre 
Greece charging that they were being used to support a white terror. Be 
countered that if there was a white terror there was also a red terror and Brité 
was against both and merely wanted to help the Greek government hold : dem 
cratic elections so that the people could decide things for themselves. 
stantine Poulos said in The Nation that George Papandreou has himself co 
- firmed that he offered, early in 1944, to save the Greek people from its left 
socialist movement provided he could get Allied military backing, and furthe 
more that the British accepted his offer. “Correspondents were not permitted 
report on agreements signed between British intelligence agents in Greece at 
quisling groups,” says Poulos, who further reported that the British rushed gut 
to the royalist-fascist organization ““X” three weeks before Athens was liberate 
a maneuver which was actually protected by the Greek quisling governmen 
The Greek people have been double-crossed. Their government is stealing fro: 
the Greeks and driving that sick homeless hungry people to crime and dé 
petation. One-third of the Greek budget, according to Poulos, goes toward meé 
ing ancient and modern state loans held by British banking firms. Over anothi 
third goes to buy Lend-Lease equipment from the British. Wool from RRA 
stock was turned over to the Greek army by the government in direct violatio 
of its agreement with UNRRA. The whole thing is a stench in the nostri 
of the world. 


In Bevin we have that recent awkward phenomenon, the anti-Soviet soci 
democrat collaborating with reaction. It is a painful sight in itself and, 1 
the case of Bevin especially so. Bevin once led a strike in England whic 
prevented the Tories going to war with Russia. Since that time he has ha 
a taste of power which may have gone a bit to his head and he has becom 
confused in other ways. The Foreign Office felt safe when it arranged thi 
the King should send for Bevin to be Foreign’ Minister. Even in a Labe 
Government they had found a man who would consolidate the British Empir 
But Bevin’s training is not the specialized training of the Tory. He has not th 
background of bullying, snobbery and cynicism which is in the imperi4 
character. Hypocrisy does not become him. He does not purr like Eden, h 
blurts. Perhaps his conscience is not quite dead. 

It would not be surprising if sorhe of the Russians had caught on to 
Perhaps Mr. Vishinsky is aware of the conflict within Bevin and is pri 
it into the open. In working-class Britain imperialism comes up against 
impulse to democracy and we find this pathetic conflict. The conflict show 
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If in Bevin’s bursts of temper each time Vishinsky points out that the 
n has riot yet changed into a tabby cat. 

One of the most important discoveries which leftists can make (the Russians 
leftists and perhaps they have made it) is that social democrats should not 
written off as miserable miscreants. Many of them are honest and will 
imately accept the truth when it is precipitated before their eyes in such 
manner that they cannot escape it. We hope that the Russians will keep 
and increase a volume of anti-imperialist criticism which will make it more 
1 more difficult for the Labor Government to stand as the apologist of the 
reign Office before the British people. 

In the meantime, however, Bevin remains obdurate, even though the Greek 
smier himself, Themistokles Sophoulis, has told Bevin that what Sophoulis 
Is “armed bands” of the extreme Right and the police would join in intimi- 
ing the electorate in the Greek elections scheduled for March 31, neverthe- 
s Bevin insists that the elections be held if, as he puts it, “Greece is to 
n the respect of the Allies, and particularly the United States.” There must 
ve been some basis in Bevin’s mind for dragging the United States into 
» matter. In other words Bevin takes his marching orders from the British 
reign Office and the Foreign Office acts as if it has a thorough understand- 
y with the United States. 


ORTHERN  “WHITE-SUPREMACY" MURDER 


When anti-Negro and anti-Semitic crimes are committed by paid servants 
the law and go unpunished by the law then we who pay these servants are 
ectly responsible for these crimes. 

When Facism reaches that arm of the community pledged to protect it there 
only one possible remaining resource to the health of the nation, the con- 
ence of the community. If that conscience fail the nation is doomed. That 
science must speak clearly and sternly to the civil arm that evil may 
thwith come to an end. As Christian clergy we should represent that con- 
once. 

On Tuesday, February 5, 1946, in Freeport, Long Island, Policeman Joseph 
meika, of that town, shot and killed two citizens and wounded another. 
happened in the Bus Terminal Tea Room where the men had ordered 
fee. The excuse given by the policeman for shooting these men was that 
y were “threatening and disorderly.” The Tea Room owner, Gus Scholakis, 
1 refused to serve the Negroes coffee. He told them he had none although 
nesses said they saw coffee in the urn. The men who were killed were 
atles R. Ferguson of the United States Army Air Corps and Alfonzo 
‘guson, a war veteran. The man who was wounded, another brother, Joseph 
-guson was a Navy Seaman. A fourth brother Richard, who was at the scene 
the killing, was arrested and sentenced to 100 days on a disorderly conduct 
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. killings must be diagnosed as symptoms of an advanced stage of Fascist di 
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charge. From his cell Richard charged that the police officer had slain 
brothers without provocation. 

It would not be surprising if these men did grumble. To be push 
outside the circle of a group of people eating and drinking together is to 
made to feel a pariah, an outcast. It is to be wounded at the very core of ont 
being. But what possible excuse could there be for shooting these men dow 
It looks like “white-supremacy” murder. The Freeport police authorities ca 
“routine,” not worth investigating. We demand immediate and thorough 
vestigation. To the most casual observer of this case it is obvious that 


in this country. 


WE BLOW OUR OWN TRUMPET 


The hired pamphleteers who attack THE PROTESTANT have often be 
put to it to explain how the editor of this journal could have been permitt 
to deviate so sharply from the Communist Party line. Their problem may | 
cleared up by the following quotations from Stalin’s recent election addre 
and from our editorials pre-June 22, 1941.- It will be obvious to them no 
that Stalin’s postal card directives were addressed to us all the time and 
Party was left out in the cold. 


Stalin 


Premier Stalin referred-to the Second World War as having “assum¢ 
from the very beginning an anti-fascist liberating character, having also as of 
of its aims the re-establishment of democratic liberties.” Stalin made it cle 
that “the entry of the Soviet Union . . .could only strengthen and did strengthe 
the anti-fascist and liberating character of the Second World War. . .” ar 

“that the war against fascism was not, nor could it be, an accident in the li 
of the piss: that the war turned into a war of the peoples for the 
existence . 


The Protestant 


When the English fleet is in German hands, when France lies bleedis 
under some French “Franco”, when South America as well as Europe is reg 
mented by Hitler or his successor what will be the fate of the Jew in tl 
United States... the Negro... the Bill of Rights? (Nov. 1939) 

. each day the war changes to a war of the people against fascism . . 
We believe that right today Stalin will go more than half*way to meet a 
effective available power which would join him against Hitler... Those wl 
class the U.S.S.R. as friendly to fascism are criminally trivial. The very si 
cerity of anti-fascism in Britain and France has been measurable in terms of 1 
sincerity in collaboration with the U.S.S.R. (Aug. 1940) 
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Germany will attack Russia when the opportunity occurs just as Britain 
id France would have attacked Russia in the very recent past if they had got 
chance... A fully accredited ambassador should fly to Moscow today who 
uid take responsibility for those commitments necessary to bring action. 
itain fights Hitler alone defending the interests of the U.S.A. and of the 
S.S.R. .. . these two should forget their differences long enough to destroy 
itler. The first move is up to the U.S.A. as having the greater freedom of 
tion. (Oct. 1940) 


The prevention of Britain’s falling to Hitler is vital to the interests of the 
ture of man. (Feb. 1941) 


We have frequently warned the Protestant world to resist the inner weak- 
ss which accepted the “anti-Communist” ruse of the Jesuits, by which the 
‘otestant world was divided from its only possible ally .. . DECLARE THIS 
TAR. A bold stroke is necessary. A bolder stroke than any yet contemplated 
rightist or leftist quarters. Rightists have come out for alliance with Britain 
id China. Leftists have come out for alliance with Russia and China. We need. 
combination of these. Both include China, and China needs Russian aid. 
ussia needs us to take care of Japan so that it will be free to. take care of 
ermany. Britain needs our productive capacity and assistance in the Atlantic. _ 
it she needs Russia to stop Germany in the Near East. (Apr. 1941) 


STEN, GAEL! 


The British-American coalition in support of special privilege has been 
nphasized recently in New York by the appearance of Winston Churchill 
id Cardinal Spellman together at luncheons and walking down Fifth Avenue 
gether and in visiting back and forth between the Waldorf-Astoria and the 
chiepiscopal mansion on Madison Avenue. This was an obvious parade to 
ow the Catholic Irish of America that they must for a time at least put to one 
le their traditional hatred of the Saxon and to warn the socialite Anglophiles 
at they must uncongeal themselves a bit towards the Papacy. 


Nothing new in this. It is the old game. England trampled Ireland under- Be 


ot with the blessing of the Pope. Protestant England and the Catholic Amer- 
as are in uneasy partnership making new Irelands over the face of the earth. — 


Imperialists say: “We've got the money and we've got the atom bomb.” 
“ith these two civilizing influences they will go on smashing cultures just as 
e English»smashed Gaelic culture so that they could afterwards sneer at the 
vild” Irish. 


—— —— 


Get wise to the partnership of Vatican and Imperialism which has always Det 
the ruin of the Gaeltacht. Through this partnership Ireland is right now, 4 
its glorious fight for nationhood, becoming another Spain, a pawn for organi 
greed to move hither and thither on the chessboard of the world. Gaels, awake ; 


HANDS OFF THE PUBLIC SCHOOL 
Editorial by OTTO BRAND ap 


Throughout the Reformed Church, Sunday, January 27, was observed i 
the interests of Christian education. As in other denominations, a fund 
been established out of which young students in colleges and seminaries, study 
ing to be ministers or medical missionaries, receive aid toward their expen 


The matter of religious education for the rising generation is an outstandin| 
problem. In earlier years, when the American people were more predominantlj 
Protestant, no objection was raised against Bible reading by teachers or prin 
cipals in the general assembly of pupils, nor even to informal teaching 0 
generally accepted Protestant doctrines. 


But when Roman Catholics, especially in larger cities, became mort 
numerous, this practice began to be opposed and in some cases Jewish parent 
and atheists added their protests. In this country where freedom of religion i 

enjoyed, Church and State separated, no fault can be found with such prot 
It will be a sorry day for America if ever our government assumes to decide 
which religion shall be taught in our schools. : 


The trouble is that Roman Catholic authorities condemn our public school 
as godless and insist at the same time that religion should be taught. Inasmuch 
-as that Church regards the Roman Catholic religion as the only true faith, 
insisting that the Protestant faith is spurious, it is the Roman Catholic religion 
which these authorities would have taught. 


If religious teaching is to be taught, every denomination, and even all the 
small, irresponsible sects, would insist upon recognition. Only confusion would 
result. What the situation demands is that the churches of all denominations 
shall intensify their own educational programs each under its own auspices 
until such time as closer cooperation becomes possible and eventually, Christian 
Unity is established. UNTIL THEN, HANDS OFF OUR PUBLIC SCHOOLS! 


NYM WALES 


GHTING PROTESTANTS IN THE PHILIPPINES 


[Out of the Filipino fight for independence at the turn of the century 
there came a religious movement led by a native priest. It broke with the, 
Vatican, embraced the peasants and workers and eventually became 
Unitarian in connection. Including ten per cent of the population of the 
Philippines, it was anti-fascist long before World War II and its mem- 
bers fought in the ranks of the anti-Japanese Resistance. Is it the policy 
of the Government of the United States to destroy this Protestant move- 
ment by easing the way back into power of the collaborationist and reac- 
tionary elements in the Philippines? The story of this amazing religious 
body and the situation it faces today are set forth by Nym Wales (Mrs. 


Edgar Snow) in a chapter entitled “Unitarianism in Asia? which is — 


part of the forthcoming book: “Together We Advance, The Story of 
Modern Unitarianism,” edited by Rev. Stephen Fritchman. The follow- 


1HE ONLY CHRISTIAN country in Asia 
is the Philippines, and here the Ro- 
an Catholic Church has its deepest 
othold. Here also, however, one out 
f every ten Filipinos is a liberal “‘Agli- 
ayano,”’ whose faith is summed up in 
e words on the altar of his Independent 
hurch, “Biblia y Ciencia, Amor y Lib- 
rtad.” In the ranks of the Hukbalahap 
uerilla forces who fought the Japanese 
relentlessly during the occupation, I 
ould guess that one out of every two 
r three guerillas was an Aglipayano. I 
o not know of any other religious 
novement in modern times that has 
layed so progressive a role in its own 
ational history. Long before this war 
he Aglipayans opposed the Axis, in- 
luding Franco, and all it stood for. And 
hey practiced the only rule by which 
nodern liberalism can survive: Be lib- 
ral toward all differences on the pro- 
ressive side, but have no tolerance for 
he reactionaries. Tolerance of evil is it- 
elf an evil. The Philippine Independ- 
at Church is one of only three Uni- 
arian sister-churches in Asia, the other 
wo being the Brahmo Samaj and Khasi 


ing is the major portion of the chapter —Editor | 


Unitarian Church in India, all three 
members of the International Associa- 
tion for Liberal Christianity and Reli- 
gious Freedom. It is one of the few 
Unitarian churches which has a mass 
following. 

It was-on August 3, 1902, that two 
thousand laborers and fishermen, gath- 
ered together in the first Labor Congress 
ever held in the Philippines, voted to 
become members of a new church of 


their own, independent of Rome, and. 


elected Gregorio Aglipay as Obispo 
Maximo. They called it with customary 
tropical effulgence, Santa Iglesia Cath- 
olica Apostolica Filipina Independiente. 
Forthwith the many saints of European 
origin were rejected, and “as soon as 
the Church was organized it canonized 
Rizal, Burgos, Gomez and Zamora as 


saints (1903). From quarters that do . 


not understand Aglipayan thought, this 
act brought ridicule,” comments Juan 
A. Rivera.* 


*The Aglipayan Movement, a manuscript 


written in 1932 by Juan A. Rivera, as 


quoted by Dr. Louis C. Cornish in The 


Philippines Calling, 1942. 
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When the two founders, Aglipay 
and Don Isabelo de los Reyes, that 
same month talked with five newly- 
arrived Protestant missionaries, there 
was more ridicule: “One was a Catholic 
priest and an Insurrecto general, the 
other was a socialist. They were both 
under suspicion by the American Gov- 
ernment. To enter any movement under 
_ these two men seemed to the American 
missionaries utterly preposterous.’” 


As Dr. Frank C. Laubach, a Con- 
gregational missionary, further ex- 
plained: “‘the missionaries were unfa- 
vorable to the new church for four rea- 
sons: in ritual, it was too Roman; in 
theology, too rationalistic; in ethics, too 

: Bre): and in politics, too independ- 
entista.”’ 

Here was an fadtetnaee spontaneous 
Protestant Reformation bursting out of 
its medieval shell as historic as in the 
time of Martin Luther! As a result of 
the blindness of these missionaries, all 
Protestant sects have now only 378,361 
members, the Independent Church has 
1,573,608 (it claims more), while the 
Roman Catholics have 12,603,365 mem- 
bers.* 


The Aglipayans became more and 
more liberal in their isolated search for 
religious truths, and by 1925 Dr. Lau- 
bach was commenting: “The chief hin- 
drance to cooperation between the In- 
dependent movement and the orthodox 
Evangelical churches is its growing 
tendency toward something like Uni- 
tarianism.” Asleep also were the Uni- 


; 

*The People of the Philippines, by Frank 
Charles Laubach, 1925, which contains a 
valuable account of this Church. 


*The Census of 1939 also reported: Mos- 
lems, 677,903; Buddhists 47,852; Shinto- 
ists, 13, 681: pagans and unclassified, 626,- 
008; miscellaneous 67,157; no religion, 
12 368, 


new liberal church. Dr. Lathrop imam 
diately got in touch with President Lou 
C. Cornish and a correspondence we 
opened up with the Independe 
Church. In 1929 the American Unit 
rian Association sent Dr. Lathrop to tl 
islands, and there in Manila on Jant 
ary 16, he shook hands with Archbishe 
Aglipay and handed him the offict 
greeting from American Unitarians. 

“T was only the’ re-discoverer, hoy 
ever,” Dr. Lathrop told me. “No sooné 
had I returned and reported to th 
Unitarian Association than I received 
letter from that remarkable discovere 
of our other Unitarian connections i 
Asia, Dr. Jabez T. Sunderland. © 
dear Dr. Lathrop,’ he wrote. “You speal 
as if you were the discoverer of th 
Filipino Church. Many years ago I dis 
covered this church and wrote a fu 
report to the Unitarian Association bi 
they never did anything about it.’ ” 

In 1931 Archbishop Aglipay paid 
return visit to America and in 1934 I 
attended the Congress of the Interné 
tional Association in Copenhagen, a 
companied by his youngest bisho 
Isabelo de los Reyes Jr., son of the cc 
founder. Of great encouragement to th 
Aglipayans was the good-will missio 
of the President of the Association, D 
Louis C. Cornish, in 1939. His enthus 
astic account of this new: “Philippir 
Protestant Reformation,’ as he consi 
ets it, was published in the book T/ 
Philippines Calling. He found th 
“modernist faith’? to be ‘“‘as much 
departure from the teachings of th 
Roman Church, as much of a prote 
against them, as any ever made | 
Christendom.” And he adds, “There 
nothing like it in South America.” D 
Lathrop told me: “There have bee 


if Movements in m Burepe.: sears as 
echo-Slovakia, but none elsewhere 
ig directly out of Roman Catholi- 
The movement in Puerto Rico was 
odist, and that in Samoa also came 
f Protestantism.” 


ople’s Protestantism 

lipayanism, it seems to me, is the 
‘mation without Puritanism. The 
ayans like some of the Byzantine 
10nies which Rome borrowed orig- 
from the Orientals. Our Puritans 
not, and I also have inherited a 
g early American taste for func- 
severity from one of them who 
to Massachusetts in 1635. I am 
tolerant of Roman ceremonies as 
ornish and I do not feel at all 
nt toward backward religions in 
Yet I recognized immediately that 
neath the rococo surface the Agli- 
Church is the authentic religious 
estation of the Philippine revolu- 
till continuing against -semi-feudal 
us, social and economic condi- 
with its ‘roots in the two hun- 
and twenty-seven Filipino rebel- 
for freedom, political and reli- 
” that occurred under Spanish 
as Dr. Cornish comments. For 
years following the defeat of 
it was the only large organized 
tatic body in the islands. 
iologically, the Independent 
; is a deep undercurrent of funda- 
| progressive change close to the 
of the Filipino people, which 
oved forward from 16th century 
valism in 1898 to be the faith of 
vanced minority of the laboring 
and poor peasantry. From the be- 
g it has been identified with labor 
easant unions and with Filipino 
ists. In form the Church is a Fili- 
daptation of Roman Catholic, and 
has so much lay participation that 


asa ee ational form of dorcel 
it would put to shame our early Amer- 


ican tradition. In content it is varied: — 


and confused, a true reflection of the 
uneven social progress of the Filipinos. 
It is truly a democratic people’s church, 
the expressed faith of the poor and un- 
derprivileged in themselves, and each of 
its frve hundred churches scattered on 
different islands is practically autono- 
mous. Indeed, one might say its clergy 
are self-trained, so little centralized 
seminary education has been available. 
It is also a truly liberal Church, for with- 
in it doubtless you can find every stage 
of thought from the most primitive be- 
lief in the efficacy of prayer and con- 
secrated oil to the most advanced Social- 
ism. As a theology, it is possibly the 
only native Oriental Christian theology 
since the Nestorians, although as Dr. 
Lathrop warns me, one must remember 
that “intellectually, Aglipayan Biblical 
radicalism was largely due to the elder 
de los Reyes’ studies in Madrid, at the 
same time that it was part of the larger 
revolt against the domination of Span- 
ish culture and the Roman Church.” 


You will find the contradictions of 
this Church exemplified in youthful 
Bishop, de los Reyes, Metropolitan of 
Manila. I last talked with him at his 
Maria Clara Church which ministered 
then to 18,000 persons and since. the 
wat “is the only Independent Church 
still standing in Manila proper.’” 

This was just after the death of Arch- 
bishop Aglipay on September 1, 1940, 
and the Bishop said of him: ‘‘He was a 


great radical, far ahead of the rest of 


his countrymen.”’ Bishop de los Reyes 
speaks nine languages and was at that 
time putting up the usual fight against 


“See The Christian Register, November, 
1945, for interesting accounts of the 
Church during the war. 


17h 


18 THE PROTESTANT 


the pro-Franco Spanish Falange ate 
their sympathizers. Beside his altar was 
a statue of the Balintawak Heroine, in 
native plaid dress, holding the hand of 
a bambino carrying the Filipino flag. 
Around the walls were figures of Con- 
fucius, Lao-tze, Socrates, Sun Yat-sen, 
Abraham Lincoln, among others, and a 
bronze plaque of Lenin—as well as the 
four “saints” and Bonifacio. 


Aglipayan Principles : 

Bishop de los Reyes explained the 
Church principles to me in the same 
terms that he wrote out for Dr. Corn- 
ish;* 

“Our Independent Church was es- 
tablished as an expression of faith in 
the immortal teachings of our Heroes 

. it has from its inception proclaimed 
religious liberalism ... What is a myth 
to science must be a myth tous... We 
retain images on our altars but not for 
worship . . . We accept the leadership 
of Jesus as the greatest Master of men, 
but we acknowledge him not as God 
but as a man... we of the Independent 
Church follow the Seven Sacraments es- 
tablished by the Council of Trent, but 
we eliminate all superstitious elements.” 
The Church, of course, rejects the Trint 
ity and is Unitarian. It repudiates the 
idea of heaven, hell and purgatory. 
Aglipay himself was a Mason and in 
the early genesis of the Church in the 
Katipunan of Bonifacio, Masonry was 
an element in its development. As Judge 
Malcolm wrote: “The priests marty 
and are encouraged to take part in poli- 
tics, Archbishop Aglipay has set an ex- 
ample by assuming a commanding posi- 
tion on political issues. He is a power 
in politics, particularly in northern 
Luzon.” Aglipay, and also usually the 


*The Philippines Calling, pp. 78-87 and 
125, and 63, 


original concept: 


local Aglipayan ‘clergy, Soret 
Communists, Socialists and labor © 
peasant leaders on most issues that 
up. Christian socialism was basic t : 
“It aims in its ¢ 
tution and rules to re-establish a f) 
democracy and the common holdin. 
wealth which Jesus preached and) 
disciples practiced.’”* This idea — 
what shocked the missionaries m 
aside from the fact that the Aglipey 
had dared to edit their own Bible, | 
ing out the Trinity, Resurrection, A 
ment and various miracles. In M> 
and vicinity one out of every four | 
pinos subscribes to the above belie 
two hundred thousand out of ap 
lation of eight hundred thousand. 
shall we say of Boston with its” 
Unitarian tradition? 


Aglipay Was a Herdboy 


Who are the national ‘‘heroes”’ a 
Aglipayans? Aglipay mentioned the- 
his welcome to Dr. Cornish, when | 
ferred to “our constant attitude of — 
adhesion to the principles and fee 
of all our heroes and national tea, 
like Rizal, Mabini, Regidor, Boni® 
and Marcelo H. del Pilar.” I w 


’ personally place above the others . 


facio, Mabini and Aglipay,” as the: 
versally inspirational figures of P® 
pine history. The others died youn’ 
Aglipay met every test to the enc’ 
lived through eighty years of tran» 
and the measure of his greatness ie 
he never ceased to grow. Here w 
Ilocano herdboy educated by Sp 
friars in the ideas of the 16th ce, 


“The People of the Philippines, a 
taken from a statement of the Indepe: 
Church printed in 1905. 

“An article on this subject, “Archie 
Aglipay,” by Nym Wales, appeared ii 
Christian Register, March, 1944. 


», the year before he died, cam- 
ned in local elections for Popular 
nt candidates and worked with the 
nmunists of Red Pampanga. In 1935 
was one of three candidates for the 
- Presidency of the Commonwealth, 
iving 147,951 votes as compared 
694,390 which elected Manuel 
zon and 178,390 for General Emilio 
inaldo. 
snowing Aglipay gave me the feeling 
aving been as close to history as if 
d known Jefferson, or Lincoln, or 
ivar, or Garibaldi, or Juarez, or 
in, or Sun Yat-sen. Only in a time 
great travail can any nation give 
to such men. Aglipay was the em- 
iment of the genius and vitality of 
Filipino people and when he died a 
t was laid to earth, a giant as straight 
sturdy and incorruptible as the 
4 hardwood ttee reaching to a clean 
jabove the tropical jungle. The little 
gnawing on the surface he did not 
e, for his roots were deep in the 
soil of living history. Like Juarez, 
as of straight native blood—the 
he Aglipay being one of only a 
#0 or so original Filipino surnames 
re the Spanish conquest. Most Fili- 
leaders have been AE 


massive and straight in the ordi- 
American-style serge suit that he 
ys wore on the street. I have met 
one other person with the same 
, compelling humanity and appeal 
‘eneral Chu Teh. It is the quality 
| made the plain people vote for 
In when editors were calling him 
teat baboon.” I believe that no in- 
ual can ever have this appeal to 
asses, but only one of themselves 
hom they recognize the symbol of 
aspirations and one whose roots 


rc 
el 
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are so deep that he can never betray 
their faith. Having produced an Aglipay 
is a glory to the whole Malay-Indonesian 
race. Here was a great man who was 
good and lived his truth to the end. 
Gregorio Aglipay y Labayen was born 
in Illocos Norte May 8, 1860, to a fam- 
ily of poor, land-hungry peasants.’ At 
the age of sixteen he and his father 
were thrown into a Spanish prison for 


failure to set out the number of tobacco - 


plants demanded by the government. 
He worked his way through San Juan 
de Letran and was ordained: a priest in 
1889. In his student days, he lived with 
José Rizal in Manila, who influenced 
him to become a priest instead of a law- 
yer. 

When Aglipay was twelve years of 
age, the three Aglipayan martyrs were 
executed by the Spanish in 1872 for 
daring to demand rights for Filipino 
clergy—the Filipino priests Mariano 
Gomez, José A. Burgos, Jacinto Zamora. 
The ‘fourth martyr, Rizal, was executed 
in 1896. Andres Bonifacio organized 
the revolution in 1896 but was assassi- 
nated the next year. 


The U.S. Favored the Vatican 


It was at this time that Admiral 
Dewey came along in 1898, told Gridley 
to fire and received the Spanish sur- 
render. In 1898 Aglipay had become 
Vicar-Genetal of the Insurgents, com- 
manded by Aguinaldo, and was excom- 
municated by Archbishop Nozeleda. He 


*The Census of 1939 showed that of 
1,634,726 farms in the islands (average 
size being 10.11 acres), 804,786 were “pri- 
vately owned,” and that “The size of the 
average farm was smallest in Cebu, 4.05 
acres, followed by Illocos Sur 4.08 acres and 
Illocos Norte 4.12.” These three provinces 
are strongholds of the land-hungry insur- 

gent Aglipayans among the 16,000,303 
Filipinos. 
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was active in the Malolos Congress of 
1898 which organized the Philippine 
Republic, first in Asia, destroyed by the 
Americans in March, 1901. (The cost 
was 16,000 Filipino lives and 4,165 
Americans out of an army of 70,000.) 
Apolinario Mabini, the brains of the 
Republic, was exiled to Guam and died 
of cholera in 1903. From 1899 Aglipay 
had been a Lieutenant-General of the 
Insurgents in his native Illocos and he 
led the last-ditch battle, of which he was 
very proud. Nor did he surrender his 
bolo to the Americans until May of 
1931, when he startled the quiet and 
staid Unitarian May Festival banquet 
in Boston by handing it over to Dr. 
Cornish “‘as an expression of love and 
brotherhood.” The bolo is as precious 
in Malay tradition as ever was King 
Arthur’s sword, and Aglipay’s was the 
Excalibur of the Philippine Revolution. 

Aglipay was not in the vanguard of 
revolt. Nor was he an intellectual lead- 
er, though he had an original and bril- 
liant mind. In him beat the slow but 
steady pulse of the mass of the people, 
and when the foreign-educated Social- 
ist, Isabelo de los Reyes, reached Agli- 
pay he had reached the people. Aglipay 
moved slowly but when he moved he 
tore the mighty Roman Church in 
twain. He was a true radical, a radical 
at the bottom not at the top—for the 
word radical means “root.” 

All during the years from 1896, the 
struggle against the friars had continued 
in an attempt to overthrow the feudal 
landlord system of which they were the 
bulwark. The friars in 1898 owned the 
best tenth of the cultivated lands of the 
Philippines, 391,000 hectares. “Of the 
850 municipalities into which the arch- 
ipelago was divided, 670 were in the 
power of the monks, leaving 180 mu- 
nicipalities under the administration of 
the Jesuits and clericals of other orders, 
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The friars . . . in effect were ruler 
the municipalities.”* Priests numberii 
1,124 were driven out or killed or if) 
prisoned, and the people took over # 
old stone churches for their own f 
gious purposes. On October 23, 189 
Aglipay and other rebel Filipino prie 
convoked an assembly at Tarlac to p 
a national church. Aglipay, howey ‘ 
continued to recognize the Vatican uf 
the final break which came in 19 
“When whole towns were going In 
pendent and taking over the Ron 
Catholic buildings, it is claimed that : 
least one-fifth of the Pe 7 
into the Independent Church,” 
ments Juan A. Rivera. 


Not until thé famous lawsuit of 1: 906 
1908 was the Vatican able to take bac 
its buildings under award of the St 
preme Court. This was the blow th 
permanently weakened the new Pr 
estant movement, and Aglipay was 
ways bitterly resentful. “I would ha 
won if the Americans had suppor 
the principle of democracy and the p Dt 
ples rights instead of throwing tl 
weight on the side of the Cot 
Church,” he told me. “When we we 
turned out of the churches .. . The f1 
became traitors and only the poor ha 
been truly faithful to the int 
Church.” 

The Catholic Church has not yet be be 
dispossessed as the great single landle 
of the islands, though in 1902 the Fr 
Lands Act was passed and Govern 
William H. Taft bought 410,000 ac 
from the Pope. At this writing the lo 
overdue land reform is being agitated 
Hukbalahap elements. 

The Aglipayans have always been 
tensely patriotic and over the entran 
to their churches is the phrase “Dio: 


*Census of the Philippine Islands, 19 
Vol. 1, p. 346, 


Patria.” They have always opposed the 
Axis and all it stood for. The latest 
chapter in their long struggle for free- 
dom is a story of resistance to the Jap- 
anese not yet written. 


America Protects Their Enemies 


It was Aglipay who introduced me 
to the Filipinos who later organized the 
Hukbalahap guerillas centering in Pam- 
panga, a large percentage of whom were 
the local Aglipayans. In Pampanga he 
introduced me eagerly to his lifelong 
friend Pedro Abad-Santos, head of the 
Socialists who at that time merged with 
the Communist Party, of which Abad- 
Santos became Vice-President. ‘‘As fi- 
nally completed, the organization of the 
Luzon guerillas included the Socialists, 
Democrata Party, Communist Party and 
many local branches of the Philippine 


| Independent Church.” The Fascists are 


now busy trying to destroy the demo- 
cratic movement that rose against the 
Japanese, and the latter has formed the 


Democratic Alliance to defend itself, 


composed of the Hukbalahap, peasant 
and labor unions and other groups. 
American influence tends to intervene 
against the progressives. 

A part of the story of the Japanese 
occupation is told by Bishop de Los 
Reyes in these words:™ 

“Several of our priests have died with 
their men on the field of battle, like 
Chaplain Antonio Donato, Rev. Aramil 
and Rev. Bonifacio Puruganon Jr. Many 
others suffered death amidst terrible 


tortures as did Rev. Narciso Umali, 


©The Worker, June 3, 1945, article en- 
titled “The Hukbalahap.” 

*“Under Japanese Terror,” The Chris- 
tian Register, November, 1945. 
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young parish priest of Taguiig, Rizal 
Province, a tiny town very near Manila. 
He with three hundred and eighty-four 
members of his congregation, was killed 
on the first day of December of the year 
1944. 
‘|, . they destroyed our beloved 
cathedral, our new Central Theological 
Seminary, the church library, and with 
only one exception, all our temples and 
buildings. . . . Yet we do not despair, 


although we beg and expect help from 


friends.” 


The future of this liberal religious 
movement in the Philippines is inte- 
grally bound in with that of other dem- 
ocratic forces in the islands and their 
fight against Fascism is in a crucial stage 
where American protection of Axis col- 
Jaborators and sympathizers is the dom- 
inant influence. Every progressive Amer- 
ican might be interested in finding out 
why it was that Luis Taruc, the head of 
the Hukbalahap and leader of thousands 
of Aglipayan patriots against the Jap- 
anese, was imprisoned soon after the 
liberation of Manila while Andres Sori- 
ano, a prominent Falangist and a pillar 
of the old feudal Spanish economic in- 
terests, was on General MacArthur's 
staff and was his political adviser. 
{After the surrender of Japan, public 
protest secured the release of Luis Taruc. 
Soriano has acquired American citizen- 
ship and now controls the Philippine 
Air Lines.—Editor} 

Archbishop Nozeleda made  cats- 
paws of us the first time we marched 
naively into the Philippines. We took 


his advice, not that of Aglipay nor of 


Mabini, whom he exiled to die in Guam, __ 
and destroyed the first republican gov- _ 
ernment in Asia. What are our inten- 
tions now? 


A story here: R. C. Bishop Guerrero of Manila is charged with treason. 


WHO WANTS WAR WITH RUSSIA? 


By STANTON LAUTENSCHLAGER 


—Only an insane humanity would allow a feu ; 
selfish interests to get us into another war. 


ANY NEWS REPORTS, articles from 
M columnists and editorials, indicate 
that there are powerful forces at work 
that seem to want war with Soviet Rus- 
sia. To bring about this war reactionary 
forces interpret every move Russia 
makes in the worst possible light, often 
even to the extent of complete falsifica- 
tion. It is reported that certain publish- 
ers and editors have even asked their 
news reporters to interpret the news in 
such a way as to widen the breach with 
Russia as much as possible. Often an 
anti-Russian title of an article is not even 
substantiated by the material under the 
wart-provoking headline. But the harm is 
done just the same, as many people only 
read the headlines. 


When some time ago Soviet Russia 
took over a sea-base in the Aleutians, 
in quite a proper way and entirely in 
agreement with Great Britain and the 
U.S.A., an American newspaper at- 
tacked her under the caption, “Holy 
Russia Makes Unholy Haste to Seize a 
_Sea-base.”” Even now, Russia has almost 
no sea-bases, except those on her own 
»mainland. Great Britain and the U.S.A. 
own and control nearly all the great sea- 
bases on the seven seas. The commerce 
of the Soviet Union could not get out 
of the Dardanelles, the Mediterranean, 
nor the North Sea, unless possible ene- 
mies allowed it. The U.S.A. and the 
British Empire also have a larger navy, 
and air-force,. than all other nations in 
the world combined, and we have the 
atomic bomb, and now we want com- 
pulsory military training too. Surely 
Russia has reason to fear us. At the same 


time, many of our newspapers carry on 
a continual stream of propaganda to 
make us fear and hate the Soviet Union. 
Fear and suspicion are public enemies. — 
They breed war. 


When Russia wanted to put the colo- 
nial system under international control - 
we backed Great Britain against inter-_ 
nationalization. When Russia then asked _ 
for an African colony, we turned that 
down too, and also accused her of im- 
perialism. Why should the U.S.A. agree 
to have France, Spain, Great Britain, 
and Italy rule all the African colonies” 
and then object so strenuously to Soviet 
Russia having one of them? Is it per- 
haps because she might put an end to” 
landlordism and feudalism in her col- 
ony, and so cause unrest and revolt in 
all the other colonies under the old 
colonial system? a 


Such Concern for the Balkans 


Soviet Russia has been bitterly at- 
tacked for fostering what are claimed to 
be undemocratic regimes in the Balkans. 
These regimes are probably not as dem- 
ocratic as they ought to be, but they are 
more democratic than the governments 
of the pre-war years. Yet our own re- 
actionaries never protested those pre- 
war upper-class fascist governments. 
Our government never refused to rec- 
ognize the still more undemocratic re- 
gimes of the pre-war years. When the 
few at the top had freedom to exploit 
the many at the bottom, there were no 
protests, but when the freedom of the 
few is limited, so that the many can have 
more land and more freedom, the pro- 
tests are long and loud. 


Recently, in New Jersey, I asked an 
Hungarian pastor, who had come from 
Hungary, what the Hungarian people 
thought about Soviet Russia. He an- 
swered: “The people of Hungary are 
mostly Christians — Roman Catholics 
and Protestants. We Christians talked 
of giving the land to the peasants for 
one hundred years, but we never did it. 
Russia has been there only one year and 
has done it. Of course, the people of 
Hungary are for Soviet Russia as far as 
the land-reforms are concerned.” 

The fact that both Hungary and Aus- 
tria, under Soviet-sponsored regimes, 
did not vote a Communist Party major- 
ity, shows that they do not favor a com- 
plete communist system, but it also 
shows that Soviet-sponsored regimes al- 
low freedom to vote for non-communist 
parties. 

Soviet Russia was bitterly criticized 
for objecting to France and China hav- 
ing a voice in drafting the peace treaties 
for the Balkans. Why did our reaction- 
aties who criticized Russia over the Bal- 
kans not criticize the United States over 
Japan? In the Balkans, they wanted the 
Big Five, or even more to control, but in 
Japan they wanted only the Big One to 
do so. 

Some of the tension created over 
these matters was eased by the decision 
of the Moscow Conference of Foreign 
Ministers. That Conference showed 
once more that all the declarations that 
Russia will not cooperate are either ig- 
norant or malicious lies. It also showed 
that our governments are not entirely 
frightened nor controlled by our Russia- 
hating reactionaries. It gave us cause 
for hope. ° 


Reaction Uses Iran 

About the same time however a new 
issue was built up by the “War with 
Russia” crowd. Russia was bitterly ac- 
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cused of stirring up rebellion in North- 
ern Iran. She was accused of imperial- 
ism and oil thirst. But these critics never 
told us that America and Great Britain, 
which support ‘Petsia’s refusal to let 
Russia have oil in North Iran, already 


have great oil interests in Southern Iran . 


and neighboring areas, which they 
haven't the slightest idea of giving up. 
Why should the British and the Amer- 
icans go half way around the world to 
get oil and then object to Russia asking 
for a concession to drill for oil in a 
province bordering on her own territory? 

The people in Iranian Azerbaijan are — 
akin in race to the people in the neigh- 
boring province of Soviet Azerbaijan. 
They have seen the Soviet peasant get 
land and a vote. So they want to get the 
same things. The Soviet Union says she 
is not stirring them up. The facts are ~ 
that she doesn’t need to stir very much. 

Recently, I heard an American army 
doctor report on conditions in Iran. He 
had been a missionary in Iran and later 
was with the American forces there. He 
said that the minorities in Iran, as well 
as peasants, were nearly all pro-Soviet, 
and that the peasants of Iranian Azer- 
baijan really want to join Soviet Azer- 
baijan, When asked if this would be 
good or bad for the people, he answered 
that if this happened the Azerbaijan 
peasants, under Soviet tule, would, 
within ten years, be much better off than 
those in the rest of Iran. 

When I asked him if the Iranian gov- 
ernment didn’t see that landlordism and 
exploitation would drive all Iran into 
the Soviet Union, he answered: “The 
Iranian government doesn’t see the peas- 
ant even now. He is the poorest man on 
earth, with a crust of bread to eat and a 
tag to cover his body.” 

Time, in the December 17 issue, 
sneered at Soviet interference in Iran 
and then criticized the royal Shah for 
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extravagance and inefficiency. It said 
eleven thousand rule and exploit, while 
eleven million are sick and starve. Nev- 
ertheless, Americans seemed to think 
Russia should withdraw and let the 
Shah’s imperial troops murder those 
who at last, in desperation, revolt against 
Jandlordism, disease and starvation. 

If Great Britain and the U. S. A. can- 
not persuade the Iranian Government to 
break the chains of her exploited peoples 
and to democratize herself, why should 
we think of going to war to force un- 
willing Iranians to remain exploited 
slaves? Why is it a threat to us, or to 
the world, if these people even go so 
far as to wish to join the Soviet Union? 


Russia Rebuffs America! 


Under the above caption a great news- 
paper severely criticized the Soviet gov- 
ernment for not agreeing with the Amer- 
ican proposal to withdraw British, 
American and Soviet troops from Persia 
in December, 1945, instead of, as per 
previous agreement, in March, 1946. It 
seems the British didn’t answer the 
American note at all. Soviet Russia sent 
a courteous note saying she saw no fea- 
son for changing the previous agree- 
ment. The newspaper expressed surprise 
that Britain seemed to back Russia. Yet, 
it didn’t criticize Britain, but headed its 
article, “Russia Rebuffs America.’’ The 
facts in the article in no way substan- 
tiated the title. These anti-Soviet news- 
papers know that many people only read 
headlines, and that after people feel re- 
buffed often enough they are ready for 


wat, 


Rassia Is Peeved 


Under this belittling title, we were 
told in a great newspaper that Soviet 
Russia, on not getting the island in 
Japan for occupation she wanted, was 
peeved and refused to take any. Then 


the reporter added that General Marl 
Arthur threatened to resign if Russia P 
was given any further share in the occu- — 
pation of Japan. Was General Mac- — 
Arthur also peeved? Then why was the 
article not so titled? It was not so titled — 
because that would have been an insult 
to MacArthur, but to insult Russia seems _ 
to be legitimate, and with some news- : 
papers and commentators it has become . 
a habit and a policy. 

General MacArthur immediately de- 
nied that he had threatened to resign or 
that he had criticized Soviet requests for 
a share in occupation. The purpose of — 
the reporter’s false statement and mis- — 
representation evidently was to make the 
American people, with whom Mac- 
Arthur is very popular, think that their 
hero is being hard-pressed and unfairly 
treated by the Russians, or was it to 
arouse American opinion against giving 
Russia a share in the occupation of © 
Japan? If so, the decisions of the Mos- 
cow Conference show that this false and — 
dangerous propaganda totally and de- 
servedly failed. 


Canada Is Threatened! By Whom? 


Some time ago a fleet of Canadian 
tanks plowed far north through the 
snows of Canada. Now another such — 
maneuver is taking place. An American 
newspaper, in describing this military 
activity, interpreted it as proof that — 
Canada knows that the next attack 
against her will come from the north — 
instead of from the south, This is prac- 
tically accusing Russia of intended ag- 
gression against Canada and the North 
American Continent. an 

Recently I was informed that repre- 
sentatives of the U. S. A. told the Can-— 
adian Minister of Defense that great 
military fortifications must be built in 
Northern Canada, because of the possi- 
bility of war with Soviet Russia. Canada 


_it seems was told that if she did not | 


build these fortifications the U. S. A. 
would do so. Is Canada now to become 
a military fortress controlled by Amer- 


ican militarists, perhaps against her own. 


will and judgment, in preparation for a 
war with our ally, Russia? Such war pre- 
parations are not only a threat to Russia 
and to the world organization for peace. 
They are a threat to Canada as well. 
Under these circumstances one wonders 
what is behind Canada’s big investiga- 
tion over what is apparently a very little 
intelligence received by Soviet Russia 
through some Canadians. As long as 
scientific knowledge cannot be shared 
such things will no doubt be inevitable, 
although regrettable, but why call it 
reprehensible spying when it is done by 
Soviet Russia and only an efficient intel- 
ligence service when it is done by Great 
Britain or America? 

Our reactionaries interpret every Rus- 
sian move in the worst possible light, 
often even to complete falsification. 
When their arguments that Russia re- 
fuses to cooperate are one by one proven 
false, they always have one more final 
argument left. It is, ““The Russians are 
suspicious.’ It is our record in world 
politics to date that has made the Rus- 
sians suspicious of us, and our anti-Rus- 
sian commentators daily do their best to 
increase that suspicion. Russian suspi- 
cions will likely disappear when our ac- 


... And yet, no amount of palavering can overcome hard facts. I had aa 
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tions and our talk and our world poli- 


tics are less suspicious. 


They Want War With Russia! 


There are forces working mightily to 
create a psychology of the inevitability 
of war with the Soviet Union. Any at- 
tempts to understand Russia and to treat 
her fairly by our governments are at- 
tacked by the ugly word “‘appeasement.” 


Reactionaries feel that their wealth and — 


their power are threatened so they want 
a new balance of power and a new war. 

They want this war to come before 
Russia gets the atomic bomb and before 
she can recover from her fearful losses 
of World War II. We lost a quarter of a 
million men, Russia lost ten million men 
and a thousand towns and cities. The 
destruction of war never reached our 
country at all, but it nearly destroyed 
European Russia. Yet great financial in- 
terests feel threatened, and so, under a 
pretense of defending democracy and 
God, they want to engineer us into an- 
other World War. 

Only an insane humanity would allow 
a few selfish interests to get us into an- 
other war. In a war with Russia, the 
masses of Asia, Africa and of Europe 
would likely fight for the Soviet Union. 
Are we sure we would be fighting for 
God and democracy? 

The atomic bomb might really make 
such a war the end of man. Let us rather 
end war and save man. 


* 


lunch yesterday with a friend who had spent a number of years in China for 


the AP. He is.a Roman Catholic but his reaction was that the Communists — 
were the only decent politico’s in China. He excoriated my friend Yu-Pin 


[Paul Yu-Pin, Roman Catholic Vicar Apostolic of Nanking} for playing 


along with Chiang and added that Yu-Pin was relatively decent compared a 
with some of the more Vatican-minded Catholic missionaries. 


F. X. Coote 


is 


THE ALLEGED MENACE OF SECULARISM 


By GEORGE A. COE 


—It now appears that one main ingredient of the anxiety that secularism 


awakens is fear of democracy. 


ae ENDEAVORS to withstand 
secularism have not made clear 
the nature of the enemy. The conflict 
is bloated with ambiguities. Rarely does 
controversy over secularism in the 
schools of the state get as far as agree- 
ing upon the real nature of the issue. 
Even religious liberty in our secular 
state, in spite of the age of our Consti- 
tution, is interpreted in contradictory 
ways. Scarcely ever do opponents agree 
upon anything that could make clear 
just where and why they disagree. Some 
persons think that the whole matter 
revolves around just two antithetical 
concepts. Possibly they are right as far 


as general logic or philosophy is con- 


cerned; but, in any case, in the contro- 
versies over secularism there are strug- 
gles for power as well as endeavors to 
convince. This aspect of the matter has 
been “‘soft-pedaled.” Politeness, or 
strategy, or what not, keeps in the back- 
ground, or even out of consciousness, 
what we most need to know. As far as 
conduct is concerned, struggle for power 
is the most determinative factor. It de- 
serves to be uncovered with utter frank- 
ness—the frankness that can afford to 
be friendly. In this spirit, the present 
article will analyze some Protestant ways 
of dealing with the alleged menace. 
Endeavor to check losses of power, 
and to restore lost power, is present, 
consciously or otherwise, in the move- 
ment that, since the Oxford World Con- 
ference of 1937, has campaigned against 
secularism under the slogan, “Let the 


‘Church be the Church.” The Church is 


fepresented as the agency of God for 


saving the world; an agency not rooted 
in human choices, as other institutions 
are; its doctrines not products of the 
human mind, as all other doctrines are; 
its prerogatives grounded solely in it- 
self. Note that this is a claim not only 
that the Church is qualitatively superior — 
to all other organizations, but also that 
it is entitled to power; power, indeed, 
the legitimacy of which is not open to 
inspection and approval or disapproval 
by society at large. This is ecclesiasticism. 
Both its institutionalism and its authori- 
tarianism are here. 

In terms of power, what these claims 
amount to is that bishops, priests, pro- 
fessors of theology, preachers, and 
church councils, lacking at present 
much of the privileged standing that 
such leaders formerly enjoyed, are 
pressing towards restoration of it. The 
motives of the movement are mixed, of 
course, after the manner of mankind, 
and therein lurks liability to self-decep- 
tion. We need not ask what motives 
predominate, however, for any candid 
observer can see that, along with what- 
ever else the leaders of this movement 
desire, they certainly prefer a kind of 
church in which their own power over 
their fellows would be much enhanced. 

Obviously, this revival of ecclesias- 
ticism does not make for democracy 
within the churches. On the contrary, 


. to represent the Church as the earthly 


agent of God, already in possession of 
the saving truth, is #pso facto to ascribe 
to ecclesiastical leaders a degree of ac- 
quaintance with God that sets them 
apart from the laity, and still farther 
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apart from the generality of the people. 
The desired controls move from the 
few to the many, not from the many 
to the few. Moreover, whoever looks 
upon the acts of ecclesiastics as their 
very own in the same sense in which 
the acts of the butcher and the baker 
are their very own; and whoever holds 
that the doctrines that are presented as 
the faith are simply the doctrines that 
ecclesiastics themselves accept — who- 
ever does these things is a ‘“‘secularist’”’ 
in one of the meanings of this term. 

Secularism of this kind may harbor 
errors, but even so it points a finger 
towards a truth that is vital for religion 
and for the social order. This truth is 
that ecclesiasticism and democracy do 
not and cannot fuse with each other. 
Roman Catholic thought is not at all 
embarrassed when it faces this truth, 
for the papacy is an out-and-out mon- 
archy. But when democracy knocks at 
the door of Protestantism, asking for 
admission to the sanctuary, the response 
is neither “Come in” nor “Keep out.” 
But actions tell. Even the denomina- 
tions, congregational in type, whose 
history includes the idea that divine 
guidance of the Church can be exercised 
through human choices democratically 
made, have been swept into the move- 
ment for the restoration of ecclesias- 
ticism. That this should occur at the 
very moment when almost the whole 
“secular’’ world turns longing eyes 
towards the principles of democracy 
would be ironical in any case, but it is 
doubly so when the “secular” thirst 
for democracy is met by assurances, al- 
most clichés by now, that the churches 
have, and always have had, the water 
that slakes such thirst. Democracy will 
be bestowed upon the world by an 
undemocratic church, it seems. How 
would this differ from the old way of 
handing out doles to the poor at church 
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doors behind which are the seats of 
special privilege? 

‘When the kind of Christianity called 
“the social gospel’’ emerged from be- 


hind this door, declaring, like an an- . 


cient herdsman, that faith in the true 
God is inseparable from participation 


in the struggles of men towards equal- — 


ity of access to the gifts of God, ec- 
clesiasticism demurred. The social gos- 
pel had erred in its exegesis of the 
Scriptures, therefore a different exegesis 
became the crucial issue, so it was made 
to appear. The crucial issue? Had the 
social gospel been too much concerned 
with such secular interests as food, 
clothing, shelter, health, the family, 
education, recreation, and citizenship— 
more concerned, perhaps, than God 
himself? Here again  ecclesiasticism 
takes an unavowed, and probably less- 
than-deliberate attitude towards the dis- 
tribution of power among men. The so- 
cial gospel looks towards economic de- 
mocracy; ecclesiasticism does not. 

It now appears that one main ingredi- 
ent of the anxiety that secularism awak- 
ens is fear of democracy. There are 
unnumbered ingredients, of course, but 
the presence and the pervasiveness of 
this one are of vast significance. How 
vast cannot be indicated without one 
more reference to the independent 
growth of democracy. If anything is 
universally regarded as secular, it is 
modern science, which, supposably 
without a religious motive, is insinuat- 
ing a democratic element into the cul- 
tures of the world. The distinguishing 
mark of science is its method of seeking 
for truth, and this way is a democratic 


way. Research goes forward through a — 
fellowship of labor that disregards, in — 


the workers, all differences of race, 


color, nationality, wealth, and creed, 


In spite of the fact that most of our 


men of science had their upbringing in 


th a “ 
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- citcles that practice discrimination on 


these grounds, there exists among them 
a fraternity of intellect that for extent 
among the peoples, and for fidelity to 
a basic principle of democracy, has no 
parallel. Moreover, the spirit of science 
is the spirit of sharing knowledge with 
all who want to know. This intellectual 
democracy is obviously a part fulfill- 
ment of the injunction to love one’s 


_ neighbor as oneself. Why, then, do not 


those who are jealous for the honor of 
God recognize the divine presence in 
this major movement of world history? 
Why do they not affiliate with it, and 
thus assist intellectual democracy to 
broaden into democracy of the whole 
man? Why is science regarded as a 
secular rather than religious enterprise? 

A part of the answer is that our 
theological lineage includes the linking 
of human government with divine gov- 
ernment—at first, acceptance of autoc- 
tacy both on earth and in heaven, then 
limited monarchy on earth, and parallel 
ennoblement of the idea of, God. This 
kind of variation could go on with rela- 
tive smoothness until kingship came to 
be regarded as entitled to authority 
only through validation by the corn- 
mon will, which might choose to have 
no king at all. What could theology do 


March-Ap: 


now with the idea of divine authorit 
A point had been reached where belie 
by-divine-command made no_bett 
sense than God-by-majority-vote. Ne 
ertheless, endeavor was made to f 
solve the difficulty by further manip 
lation of theological ideas that derive 
an essential part of their plausibili 
from pre-democratic conceptions | 
authority. Meantime, the spirit of s 
ence was making, unintentionally, 

remarkable demonstration in the dynar 
ics of worship. The spirit of. science | 
on the one hand, a profound reveren 
for truth, teverence so antithetical 

self-will that Huxley saw in it “t 
great truth which is embodied in tl 
Christian conception of entire surrend 
to the will of God”; on the other han 
intellectual brotherliness, indefinite 
expansible, upon the basis of a cor 
mon experience of this reverence. Het 
precisely where authoritarianism is mc 
decisively rejected, we behold deme 
racy—even a very incomplete expe: 
ence of it—apprehending, in a way | 
its own, that there is validity in the tv 
Great Commandments. And _ this 


*“secularism’’ in its most acute collisic 


with—well, with what? Certainly n 
religion! 


* 


INTER-FAITH COLLABORATION 

Bishop Wurm of Wuritemberg, President of the Council of the 
Evangelical Church of Germany and a member of the Provisional Com- 
mittee of the World Council of Churches, has a son, Dr. Wurm,.who 
has been a member of the Nazi Party since 1922 and who played an im- 
portant role in the Nazi movement. This son is now interned in the 
Prison of Wiesbaden, in the American zone. Bishop Wurm, accom- 
panied by a member of the Roman Catholic clergy, visited the American 
authorities and attempted to have his son released from prison. Col. 
Newman, head of the U.S. Military Government for Greater Hesse, has 


rejected the pleas. 


E VALLEY OF DECISION TODAY 
HUGH W. WESTON 


—Pittsburgh is a city of filth and class confuct. 


TATIsTIcs do not tell the story of 

why the Electrical Workers and the 
eelworkers in Pittsburgh went on 
ike. But if you will come to Pitts- 
rgh, you will understand. 


Pittsburgh is a city of filth and class 
nflict. In its broken-down slum dwell- 
gs—42 per cent of the dwellings in 
ttsburgh are substandard—covered by 
es of smoke and grime, live tens of 
ousands of sallow-faced workers who 
e regarded by the Presbyterian bour- 
as who rule Pittsburgh as a Pariah 
ass, to be exploited for the benefit of 
ur kind of people.” They were 
ought here after 1892. In 1892 the 
eelworkers lost their first major at- 
mpt to organize and stay organized, 

d Steel imported what the Presbyte- 
ans here call ‘““Hunkies” to work for 
ages at which the native Americans 
orked only under protest. 

Pittsburgh isn’t like the rest of Amer- 
a. How can it be, when, to begin with, 
3 per cent of the sunshine from No- 
ember through March is lost on ac- 
sunt of the smoke? It isn’t like Chicago, 
.ansas City, and St. Paul. Nor is it even 
ke Philadelphia, or Washington, or 
Yew York. It isn’t a city where the 
eople who built the city interspersed it 
venly with parks and playgrounds, 
jith boulevards, avenues, and well- 
ghted streets. It’s a grim, forbidding 
pectre of a city, built sloppily over the 
ills, houses piled on top of each other, 
nd indistinguishable from one another 
1 the bleak gray smog. 

And the people in Pittsburgh, the 
00,000 people, aren’t the same, either. 
"hey are different. They aren’t like the 
cople in Chicago, Kansas City, and St. 


Paul. Nor are they even like the people 
in Philadelphia, Washington, and New 
York. : 


First of all, there are the aristocrats. 


They are the owners of the industries 
that make the smoke. They live in Se- 


wickley Heights, way up North, or per- — 


haps in Fox Chapel, way out East, or 
possibly in Mt. Lebanon, way out South. 
In fact, they are scattered all over, but 
they always live way out, away from the 
smog and the filth and the “Hunkies.” 
They used to live on the North Side, 
where I live, but when the smog rolled 
in they moved out, and now the “Hun- 
kies”’ are here. 

The aristocrats belong to the Pitts- 
burgh Athletic Club, to the University 
Club, and to the Duquesne Club. And 
they belong to the Presbyterian Church. 
They are Scotch-Irish people, and very 
proud of it. They travel to New York 
City frequently on week-ends, and to 
Florida in the smog-ridden winters. The 
aristocrats don’t associate with the 
‘“Hunkies.” They can tell whether you 
are a “Hunky” by where you live. The 
aristocrats are Presbyterians and the 
“Hunkies’”’ are Roman Catholic, usually, 
and.so they can tell if you are a “Hunky” 
by your religion. And the aristocrats say 
“you were’ and the ‘““Hunkies”’ say “you 
was’ so they can tell if you are a 
“Hunky” by your grammar. 


Some of the aristocrats go to the sym- 


phony, but as a rule the aristocrats are 


not such a really cultured people. One — 


doesn’t find them at lectures on art and 
music in such truly cultured groups as 


“Outlines.” When they attend the con- — 
certs at Syria Mosque they buy expensive 
seats on the ground floor. They even at- 
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tend when Paul Robeson comes and sit 
calmly through his rendition of “Joe 
Hill.” (Joe Hill, you know was a union 
_man that was murdered because he was 
a union man.) 

The aristocrats have their own social 
circles and marry among their own 
“kind.” “Some of them are very nice to 
each other, and there is often a spirit of 


charity to be found among them. They_ 


look upon the Hunkies frequently as the 
Southern landowner looks upon the 
Negro—with benevolent condescension. 
But, like the Southern landowner, they 
don’t look down benevolently when the 
“Hunky” gets unruly and goes on strike. 

The aristocrats don’t send their sons 
and daughters to the University of Pitts- 
burgh. They send them first to finishing 
schools and then off to Smith and Vassar, 
Harvard, and Yale. At the University of 
Pittsburgh, you will find a different 


gtoup of persons altogether—a lower 


middle-class, thoroughly mixed with an 
upper cream of working class people—a 
giant accumulation of fawners, all seek- 
ing to be better than the disgraceful 
“Hunky” way down below. 

This lower middle-class group lives 
in Bellevue and Dormont, Beechview 
and Wilkinsburg and Oakland. And the 
Jewish section of this lower middle-class 
gtoup lives in Squirrel Hill, although 
some Jews here are wealthier. 

These lower middle-class people, with 
the exception of the Jews, are an intol- 
erable lot. They feel themselves to be a 
bit above the “Hunkies” and, in order 

to insure their superiority, they make a 
noisy to-do about it. They are an uncul- 
tured, narrow-minded, unmannered, ig- 
norant set that is the real disgrace of the 
city of Pittsburgh. 

But, perhaps it is always the worst 
crop that produces the finest exceptions. 

_ It was once said of a good woman, face- 
tiously, that “she redeemed the evil of 


class climbers there are some few exe 
tions who truly redeem the evil of | 
tribe. But they are so pitifully few. 

The Jewish people, who live in Squ 
rel Hill, are a middle-class group wh 
truly aspires to values beyond the g 
edge securities. These Jewish people | 
the only truly cultured grouping in Pit 
burgh, and visitors who come here 
stay three or four years thank God | 
them. 

And then there are the ‘ ‘Hunkie 
The aristocrats live on the hill-tops. 7 
lower middle-class people have climk 
up on the level spots above the valle 
But the ‘“Hunkies”’ live down in the \ 
leys, the valleys of decision. They | 
on the North Side. They live on | 
South Side. They live on the Hill, wh 
their skin is black, but the Negroes 
“Hunkies” too. The “Hunkies” are 1 
educated. A fifth of them are forei, 
born. In fact, more than a fifth, fo 
fifth of all the people in Pittsburgh 
foreign-born. Those who were not b 
abroad are the sons and daughters 
those who were born abroad. They 
Poles and Irish and Russians. They 
Greeks and Germans. Most of them 
Roman or Orthodox Catholic. They 
rough and uncouth. They laugh, | 
there is a bitterness behind their sall 
faces. They do not like the ruling cl: 
They are not very conscious of their 0 
homogeneity as a working class, but # 
do not like the rich Presbyterian cl. 
They are cross and surly, even to é 
other. They have been beaten and wh 
ped, and they live in hovels in the alle 
in squalor beyond description. Statis 
can prove to you that the indust 
workers’ $45.00 a week is not enough 
which to support adequately a family 
four, but only if you come to Pittsbu 
will you see for yourself. 

These “Hunkies’” are looking 
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ething. There are tens of thousands 
them. When Gerald L. K. Smith 
es to town a thousand of them go to 
‘him. And when William Z. Foster 
es to town another thousand go to 
him, These ““Hunkies” believe in 


TICAN AGENTS SEEK TO 


{E LATEST EFFORT by agents of the 
‘atican and the reactionary Roman 
olic hierarchy to split the Confed- 
on of Latin American Workers is 
tibed in an AP dispatch from Ha- 
on January 6, 1946. 
he occasion was an all-day session of 
Second Inter-American Seminar of 
il Studies in Havana devoted exclu- 
y to the Vatican’s efforts to combat 
cistic Communism” in Latin Amer- 
trade unions. 

Catholic, right-wing CIO leader, 
tin C. Kyne, of the CIO union of 
land department store workers, told 
seminar how Communists and other 
ved extremists had been ousted from 
rol of his union. In addition, Martin 
e explained how the alleged attempt 
communist delegates to the conven- 
in Paris of the World Federation of 
e Unions to play politics was de- 
d and the WFTU was committed to 
ly labor aims. 
1e most vocal delegates to the Catho- 
minar were Roman Catholic clerics 

all over Latin America, including 
ilean bishop and leaders of Catho- 

ction. These spokesmen stressed 
Communism is “‘atheistic,’”’ choosing 
erately to ignore the existence in 
oviet Union and in all Communist 


unions. They think there is a lot of 
graft, that there are a lot of bureaucrats, 
but they still believe in unions, because 
they’ve got to believe in something. 

And -that’s the Valley of Decision 
today! iy 
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Parties in the nations of the world of 
complete religious freedom. 

In their anxiety to undermine the 
powerful and expanding Confederation 
of Latin American Workers, which by 
the affiliation in 1945 of Brazilian work- 
ets now totals over five million mem- 
bers, the Vatican’s representatives are 
resorting to deliberate untruths. Prelates 
and Catholic Action leaders know bet- 
ter when they raise the cry of ‘‘atheistic 
Communism.” The fact is that they are 
alarmed by such Communist successes as 
the winning by the Brazilian Com- 
munist Party in the December 2 election 
of a half-million Catholic votes. 


The intention behind the Catholic 
conference in Havana is clear. One Vati- 
can speaker, significantly from fascistic 
Argentina, declared that Catholic work- 
ers must shun unions -which favor so- 


.cialization and oppose private profit, 


choosing instead ‘‘neutral’’ trade unions. 

The Vatican-inspired seminar heard 
a South American priest urge the estab- 
lishment of a ‘Confederation of Work- 
ers of the American Continent” to be 
guided by Roman Catholic social doc- 
trines. Naturally the purpose of such a 
body would be to try to entice Catholic 
workers away from the CTAL, “purify- 
ing hemisphere labor of leftism.” 


Sinarquist Logic: ‘Mexico must elaborate an anti-Communist policy so that 
ountry can collaborate for world peace and prepare for the coming world war.” 


VATICAN DEFENDS UKRAINIAN NAZIS 


By BORIS IVANENKO 


—These bishops helped organize the S. S. Galician Division to fet 
the side of the Nazis against the U krainian and Russian peoples. | 


N HIS ENCYCLICAL. ‘“‘Orientales Omnes 
Ecclesias,’ delivered January 19, 
1946, Pope Pius XII lamented the fate 
of the Ukrainian Uniate Church. He 
said that its bishops are imprisoned, its 
clergy persecuted and that pressure is 
being used to force its members to break 
with the Vatican. He consoled the 
bishops and clergy and asked the Roman 
Catholic world to pray for them. 

It is a matter of historical record that 
the union of this church with Rome 
otiginated at the end of the sixteenth 
century in a secret deal between certain 
bishops of the Orthodox Church and 
Pope Clement VII. When Clement 
VIII announced the union at the end of 
1595, the whole Ukrainian nation re- 
volted against it. The Polish nobles, who 
stood to gain immediate benefit from 
the union, imposed the authority of the 
Vatican with fire and sword. 

After World War I history repeated 
itself. Polish landlords, aided by gen- 
darmes, confiscated Ukrainian Orthodox 
churches and turned them over to 
Roman Catholics. Speaking in the Polish 
Parliament on June 28, 1924, a Ukrain- 
ian deputy, Sergei Khrutsky, complained 
that such confiscations were practised all 
over Poland. He said that in villages he 
named gendarmes had desecrated Icons 
by striking out the eyes of Jesus Christ, 
cutting off his feet and saying: “Now 


you run to Russia and do not come back 


to Poland.” 

We have no record of the Papacy op- 
posing such actions. But now that the 
masses of those Ukrainians who had 
been forcibly incorporated into Poland 
after World War I have welcomed their 


liberation by the Red Army in W 
War II and have decided to rejoin | 


ancestral Orthodox Church, the | 


raises his voice. 

Let us see what kind of men the | 
is defending in the form of the bis 
of the Ukrainian Uniate Church. 

These bishops were Ukrainian 
tionalists who cooperated with H 
They helped organize the S.S. Gal 
Division to fight on the side of 
Nazis against the Ukrainian and 
sian peoples. They prayed for its h 
and strength in the Cathedral ot 
George in Lvov. They blessed the 
Galician Division and wished 
Ukrainian Nazis success in their 
upon their own brothers and siste 
the Soviet Union. 

Such actions place the bishops it 
category of war criminals. 

It has been reported in the Ukra 
Nationalist papers, published in Ca 
and the United States, that the S.S. | 
cian Division was finally caught by 
American Army in Italy and impris 
in Rimini. 


These traitors to the Ukrainian pi 
and enemies of the United Nation 


“In ‘our new free life, feeling ourselve 
dependent masters of our land, we have 
off the moral yoke that had been force 
us against our will and for our destruc 
The assembly of the Uniate Church of 
Western Ukraine, having gathered in Li 
decided today, March 8, 1946, to abolist 
Brest union with the Vatican establishe 
1596 and to return to the bosom of the | 
Russian Orthodox Church of our forefat 


: "Signed on behalf of 216 delegates: 
Gavril Kostelnik, Dr. Mikhail Me 
Antoni Pelvetsky. : 


now being cared for by the Vatican. The 
Vatican has assigned Bishop Buchko to 
attend their needs. 

This Bishop Buchko was arrested 
twice in South America for carrying on 
Nazi propaganda in Brazil. He was ‘“‘ad- 
vised’’ by the American government to 
leave the country. 

Bishop Buchko, according to the 
Ukrainian Nationalist papers in this 
country, is, with the approval of the 
‘Vatican, trying to find room for his 

fascist flock in Canada or the United 
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States. He believes that the Ukrainian 
Nazis, who helped Hitler and his crimt- 
nals persecute and murder millions of 
helpless Ukrainian women and children, 
deserve refuge among us and begs us to 
help them. 

The Vatican, acting as an enemy of 
the Soviet Union, may issue encyclicals 
in their favor, care for them and pray 
for them, but we Ukrainians who love 
peace and freedom, who strive for jus- 
tice and prosperity in the world, will not 
help Nazis, Ukrainian or otherwise. 


CARDINAL MINDSZENTY'S POLITICS 


By MICHAEL MAGYAR 


[Since the publicity given Joseph Cardinal Mindszenty of Hungary dur- 


ing the consistory in Rome, the Hungarian government has invited its 
legation to the Vatican, led by Msgr. Luttori with the rank of Minister 
Plenipotentiary, to suspend all activities. The Vatican is concerned as to 
whether or not this means the final breaking off of diplomatic relations 
between it and Hungary or merely a forthcoming regularization of them. 
After reading Michael Magyar’s article you will understand why the 
relations are in question.—EDITOR } 


D URING the glittering and elaborately 
staged pageantry of the installation 
of thirty-two new cardinals in the great- 
est expansion of the Sacred College in 
six hundred years, a heretofore practi- 
cally unknown name—that of the Pri- 
mate of Hungary, the Archbishop of 
Strigonia, Joseph Mindszenty—crowded 
‘out from the headlines for a time the 
names of all other actors in this great 
ecclesiastical drama. His whereabouts 
were flashed to the front pages of news- 
papers throughout the world. Well-in- 
formed correspondents cabled that he 
had been placed under house arrest 
“probably upon instructions from Mos- 
cow.” Others grimly hinted that he had 
been sentenced to death by a people’s 
court in Hungary. 
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Those, however, who understood the 
political motives behind the enlarge- 
ment of the College of Cardinals, were 
not at all surprised when at last the 
news came that Archbishop Mindszenty 
had arrived in Rome, hale and hearty, 
accompanied by an American general, 
having traveled in an American airplane. 

All the fuss about Mindszenty and 


the requisitioning of an American air- 
plane were not done merely to assure a 


pleasant journey for the Hungarian pri- 
mate. There was much more at stake in 
the case. The new cardinal is a key man 
in a Vatican plan for conquering the 
“infidel souls” of Russia and establish- 
ing an even greater Hapsburg monarchy 
in Europe. 

Mindszenty has an excellent record i in 
the eyes of the Vatican. They know that 
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his real name is Prehm and that he is of 
German descent. They know his record 
as the parish priest in the small Trans- 
danubian town of Zalaegerszeg. 

“Nomen is omen.” The name of Zala- 
egerszeg, as the parish town of a new 
cardinal, is highly significant. 

This is the town where the first con- 
centration camp .in Europe was estab- 
lished. Dachau, Majdanek, Buchenwald, 
Oswieczym were mere geographical 
specks, unknown to the great majority 
of mankind, when the name of Zalaeg- 
erszeg filled the heart of every worker, 


_ peasant or Jew ip Hungary with terror. 


Zalaegerszeg was established by the 
first fascist dictator of Europe, Admiral 


‘Horthy, for the enemies of his regime. 


And Rev. Joseph Prehm, the future car- 
dinal, helped Horthy fill this concentra- 
tion camp. [According to Bela Zsolt, 
editor of the Budapest newspaper Hala- 
das, Prehm was in 1919 the leader of 
the Awakening Magyars, an anti-Sem- 
itic, pro-fascist organization—EpITor } 
In that town everybody, regardless of 
his creed or social status, had to take his 
hat off when meeting Mr. Prehm. Once 
he met a Social Democratic worker by 
the name of Bédey who refused to doff 
his hat. The priest questioned him: 
“Why don’t you take off your hat in 
front of God’s servant?’ When the 


~ worker answered evasively, Prehm had 
_ him arrested as a “communist” and sent 


to the concentration camp. 

Recently Archbishop Mindszenty (he 
assumed this name in place of Prehm) 
has manifested those qualifications which 
recommended him to the attention of the 
Vatican. 

When, in accordance with the Pots- 
dam agreement, Hungary began the de- 
portation of her German national minor- 
ity, the “Schwaben,” (which more de- 
cidedly than the Sudeten Germans had 
formed a closely-knit fifth column for 
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Hitler in Hungary), the Vatican d 
cided to elevate a member of that mino 
ity to be Hungary’s cardinal. This 1 
spite of the fact that the government 7 
Hungary has an understanding, centuries 
old, to recommend candidates for this 
office. Having had the astuteness to rec- 
ognize a lost cause when he saw one, 
Mindszenty expressed some opposition 
to the Hungarian Nazis, the Arrow- 
Cross Party, but Roman Catholic bishops 
who really distinguished themselves by 
their courageous stand for democracy 
and fought against the Nazi and Arrow- 
Cross despoilers of the nation were side- 
stepped. 

Previously Hungary had a cardinal of 
Slovak descent. It now has one of Ger- 
man descent. 


Wants Fascists Released 

Before his promotion Cardinal Mind- 
szenty addressed a letter to the Hunga- 
rian Minister of Justice. This letter is not 
as well-known in the United States as 
his alleged inconveniences in reaching 
Rome. It should be. 

In that letter the Archbishop de- 
manded no less than the release of all 
war criminals, Arrow-Cross murderers, 
thugs, bandits and fifth columnists, now 
in prison or interned in camps in Hun- 
gary. Acording to the Archbishop, these 
people had atoned for their crimes, “if 
they are guilty of any,”’ by their inconven- 
iences and sufferings in their cold and 
ill-equipped places of detention. Fur- 
thermore, pleaded Mindszenty, their in- 
dictment was illegal to begin with as 
they had violated no laws then existing 
in Hungarian statute books. While he 
admitted that the Jews had really suf- 
fered (700,000 of the 825,000 were 
gassed and burned at Oswieczym), he 
suggested that “reconciliation” should 
now be effected with the murderers and 
their abettors. 


Immediately after his elevation, Jo- 
sph Cardinal Mindszenty rushed into 
rint again and asserted that on account 
f the land reform in Hungary, the 
oman Catholic Church there is doomed. 

To understand what this statement of 
ne cardinal implies, one has to bear in 
uind that previous to the recent libera- 
on of Hungary and the establishment 
f its first really democratic government 
ne best land of Hungary was in the 
ands of a few hundred feudal over- 
otds. The family of the Prince Ester- 
azys, for example, owned more than 
00,000 yokes (a Hungarian yoke equals 
.07 acres) while at the same time over 
ne million peasants owned no land 
hatsoever and lived practically as serfs 
n the land. Millions of other peasants 
ed out a meager living on a few acres. 


ights Land Reform 

The new. democratic government, es- 
blished after the liberation of 1944, 
stituted a land reform which fulfilled 
e thousand year old dream of the 
ungarian peasantry. All estates of over 
00 yokes were divided among the 
ndless or smallholders. The Roman 
atholic Church of Hungary, being one 
f the largest land-owners in the country 
possessing some 800,000 yokes), nat- 
rally lost much of its land. Arrange- 
nents have been made, however, to pro- 
ide all poor parish priests with gener- 
us land allotments for their own and 
heir churches’ maintenance. 

The Roman Catholic hierarchy disap- 
roved of these measures.* 


*On Oct. 18, 1945, the Hungarian 
ishops published a pastoral letter attacking 
he agrarian reform and the parties form- 
ng the National Independence Front. All 
ix Hungarian parties joined in a protest 
gainst this political action of the bishops. 
Editor 
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And so the new Hungarian cardinal, 
a few hours after his elevation, attacked 


a fundamental law of his country, a law © 


which gives the means of livelihood to 


hundreds of thousands of his co-reli- 


gionists, and exhorted the people to 
“fight for the Church.” 

Another fact that must have irritated 
Mindszenty and the Vatican was the 
change in the political atmosphere of 
the Hungarian government. In the old 
setup under the Hapsburgs and Horthy 
(both of whom led the country into dis- 
astrous wats on the side of Germans) 
there was a silent understanding that 
important government posts could be 
held only by Roman Catholics. One can 
imagine their displeasure when they 
now see a former Protestant village 
minister, the Rev. Zoltan Tildy, as the 
President of the Hungarian Republic. 
Such a republic is not in the interest of 
Rome. The Vatican wants a monarchy, 
preferably that of the Hapsburg dynasty. 

The Hapsburgs would bring back all 
the national oppression, intrigue and ob- 
scurantism which for centuries plagued 
Central Europe. A Hapsburg restoration 
would lead to war inevitably. But the 
Vatican does not care. It has its own 
interests to serve. 

These are some of the facts behind 
the glaring headlines of Mindszenty’s 
troubles, travels and statements. That 
the Vatican tries to make an interna- 
tional issue of them is understandable. 
What one cannot understand is that 


serious-minded Americans do not pro- — 
test these machinations. For, after all, — 


Mindszenty’s travels and statements will 
cost us more than the gasoline which 
fuelled his airplane from Budapest to 


Rome. We may some day pay with the — 
blood of our sons in a war resulting © 


from the policy of which he is one of 
the articulate spokesmen, 


MAS 


RECRUITING AN EFFECTIVE 
By JOHN |. DANIEL 


tie ANTI-FASCIST MINISTERS are to prove 
themselves equal to these challenging 
times, they must follow the tactic of 
Jesus himself, who recruited his follow- 
ers largely from non-church circles. 


But are such activist, potential disci- 
ples to be found today? Yes, from at 
least two sources. 


I 


First, among service veterans of 
World War II. Previously unchurched 
soldiers — especially those who have 
had the overseas initiation into world 
citizenship — include thousands of 
proved activists, who are potential 
church members — if they can find the 
right congregation. 


Not that overseas service necessarily 
creates world citizens. Human nature be- 
ing what it is, many react more national- 
istically than ever — but overseas serv- 
ice, especially India and the Near East, 
is an education in social conditions 
which has made militant liberals of many 
hitherto blasé Americans. When the 
progressive minister can interest in the 
program of his congregation persons 
who understand at first hand the issues 
of brotherhood, and are willing, fear- 
lessly, to act in terms of those issues, 
‘hen he and his congregation really have 
something. 

In the armed services men and women 
have had an opportunity to learn, fre- 
quently for the first time, that organized 
religion and bigotry are not necessarily 
synonymous. Hearing chaplains from 
various denominations, the total expo- 
sure has been to a broader Gospel than 
any single denomination preaches. They 
have had the ideals for which they are 
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fghting summed up for them in spiritua 
terms, and many would like to carry 0 
in civilian life on the same spirituz 
basis. 

From the armed forces can also 6 
enlisted for the postwar church activist 
in the area of boy leadership; musica 
entertainment, including group singing 
and folk dancing, as developed in th 
Army’s special service departments; ant 
leadership in church-sponsored adul 
forums. 

All these and more can be recruited 
from the ranks of returning veteran 
if the minister has a tangible program t 
offer them, and if he knows what £7 L 
of members his church most needs, ane 
sets out deliberately, systematically anc 
discriminatingly to attract them. 


II 

Secondly, preachets of the democrac 
of God on earth can save themselves 
from the contemporary quagmire of 
words instead of deeds, by tapping 
virtually untouched resource of the see: 
ular progressive. 
Because the non-church idealists won’ 
be mystified and quashed before theolog 
ical mumbo jumbo, he is often regardec 
as “‘anti-church.” But this he seldom is 
actually. Moreover, not one idealist in ; 
thousand is “‘anti-Jesus.” 
Meeting the secular progressive on th 
level of the religion of Jesus, rather thas 
the religion about Jesus, the socially con 
scious churchman will find an ally i 
goodly enterprises, and usually a f. 
more effective one than those who tall 
religion but who are reluctant to appl 
its prophetic fire to the specific problem: 


d in achieving a more coopera- 
tld. Ra a 
Jar idealists are beginning to real- 
oreover, that if they permit the 
Church to be liquidated, unit by 
t lack of liberal support, they will 
ally have arrayed against them the 
ered social prestige of a totally 
nary church. 


Ill 
given local congregation, how- 
beral in profession, few. members 
hat it takes to wage a social ac- 
roject—such as housing, promot- 
cooperative store, or enforcing 
iberties in a community. Though 
ay be filled with good will over- 
g, they simply are not experienced 
rying on in the face of determined 
ition. In contrast, both World War 
ans and secular idealists have 
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learned to “take it’’ under fire. 

The kind of courage required may be 
moral to a greater extent than physical, 
but effectiveness necessitates a full meas- 
ure of both. 

Moreover, the soldier who has seen 
his wounded buddy deliberately stand up 
and be shot so that medical corpsmen 
may not expose themselves to death in 
an effort to rescue him — this soldier 
knows in experience the meaning of the 
Cross. Indeed, few sermons can add ap- 
preciably to such first hand knowledge. 

The democratic section of the Church 
has been talking for a long while, and 
has been getting pretty close to nowhere. | 
In the same bogged down plight a mili- 
tary unit sends out an S.O.S. for re- 
inforcements. ' And in many a critical 
struggle, a relatively few supporting re- 
placements, rested and fresh-spirited, 
have turned the tide of battle. 


ANTI-PROTESTANTISM — OPEN AND VEILED 


“Our Constitution is being slandered and attacked by Protestant heretics, 


who are attempting to spread like a malignant pus throughout our national 
life, victimizing mainly the poor and humble, taking from them their religious 
faith and their love of country.... We view with disgust this invasion by 
Protestant preachers, these pseudo prophets whose aim is to destroy our 
religion and to envelop us in the black night of Protestant dissension, leading 
eventually to atheism and communism... .” 

This paragraph appeared in the paper, El Pueblo, published in Buenos 
Aires. Its author, Monsignor Leopoldo Buteler, is Bishop of Rico Cuarto and 
a close associate of Father Wilkinson, commander of the Company of Jesus 
in Argentina. El Pueblo is the Catholic daily listed in the U. S. Blue Book 
on Argentina as Nazi- subsidized and pro-Axis. Monsignor Buteler, of 
course, represents the official wing of the Roman Catholic Church in Argen- 
tina. A spokesman for the “liberal” wing is Monsignor Gustavo ]. Franceschi. 
Writing in the magazine, Criterio, also of Buenos Aires, Monsignor Fran- 
ceschi declares: 

“The Church, as such, will not exercise pressure on the government to de- 
prive non-Catholics of civil rights; but it requires that the law protect the 
Catholic faith and that legislation be Catholic in spirit.” 


ANTI-SOVIET “PAN-EUROPA" 


By JOSEPH GORICAR 


—Our disappointment is complete when we are told that the P 
has taken as a model for his “United States of Europe’ Count Cd 


hove-Kalergi’s ““Pan-Europa.” 


—"Catholicism is the Fascist form of Christianity.” 
Count Coudenhove-Kalergi, 
“Crusade for Pan-Europe,” 1943, p. 2 ] 


FTER Churchill’s Pan-Arabia. and 
President Roosevelt’s Pan-America, 
there now appears President Truman’s 
Pan-Europa. “It is an open - secret,” 
writes Mr. George Creel, in the Decem- 
ber 22, 1945, issue of Collier's Maga- 
zine, ‘that President Truman looks with 
favor on the formation of a European 
Federation to lift the Continent out of 
chaos. What he is said to have in mind 
is a Federation of European States... 
with a common currency, a customs 
union, a pooling of natural resources 
and common use of waterways.” Creel 
claims that a plain hint of his thought 
was given at Potsdam when he urged the 
“free and unrestricted navigation’ of 
‘European waterways, and in his “blunt” 
statement in his report on the confer- 
ence that the U. S. A. would continue to 
press the proposal. 


In other words the President wants 
to amalgamate all the European coun- 
tries into a new political body, the 
United States of Europe, to put an end 
to “Bedlam and Babel’ on the Conti- 
nent. 


In itself the idea is very good and has 
the merit of having been propounded 
for several centuries by great European 
minds—by Slavs, Teutons and Latins. 
But when we discover, in the course of 
Creel’s article, that what the President 
actually has in mind is a truncated 
Europe, i.e., a Europe without Russia, 
then we must say that the idea is not a 


good one; and our disappoints 
complete, when we are told t! 
President has taken as a model 
“United States of Europe” Cour 
denhove-Kalergi’s ‘‘Pan-Europa.” 
A glance at the propaganda 
for so many years by Count I 
Nicolaus Coudenhove-Kalergi wi 
why our suspicion of the prop 
deep. For then it is plain that w 
really wants is a ‘Europe 
Against Russia,” as also against 
and Czechoslovakia, and against 
slavia and Bulgaria, ie., agair 
Western and Southern Slavs, to 
them from Russia, i.e., from the | 
Slavs, and to chain them to the 7 
Latin Bloc. Among other thing 
would be equivalent to destroyin 
sia’s European Security Zone. 


The Flaws in Creel’s Economics 
Creel cites the post-war econorr 
ation in Europe as a compelling 
for the creation of a Pan-Euroj 
uses such illustrations as: the 4 
pounds of salt needed by Norv 
to cure their fish and the Italian: 
wanting them, “but the two cot 
get together”; the Greeks not < 
sell their olive oil and tobacco; a 
Danes lacking coal and machir 
process their surplus cattle anc 
products while the coal of the C 
coal barons “‘cannot be worn nor. 
But these conditions are due alm 
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oie Saar Fe 
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he : 


y to the ruined transportation 
How thoroughly the Nazi-Fas- 
barians of the West destroyed for 
> the transportation system of 
avia, we see from the fact that 
iges were down, and that out of 
0 freight cars only 5,000 were 


cover, European agrarian states 
o have their own industries to 
ork to their laboring classes, and 
»¢ exploited by big foreign indus- 
, powerful cartels, and private 
lies who are buying up for a song 
r mineral wealth, and exploiting 
heir own benefit, without regard 
needs of the people. 

Jow standard of living, of which 
article speaks, “‘and the mendi- 
ompelled by mass poverty,” will 
appear by simply throwing to- 
industrial districts with agrarian 
hey will disappear only by a wise 
ation of the European economy, 
a nationalization of European 
| resources, and this is being 
mpossible by the Anglo-Ameri- 
erference almost everywhere in 
to keep the petty kings in power 
general to preserve the out-worn 
f things. What prodigious efforts 
Yugoslavia to get rid of her 
, and establish a republic, and 
igraciously the Anglo-Americans 
zed the latter! 


Some History, Mr. Creel 

1 traces the idea of a unified 
- back to Caesar and Charle- 
Caesar never went beyond the 
northern Italy and the southern 
f the Balkan peninsula; Charle- 
‘$s power in the East reached only 
Oder and the middle-course of 
nube. As far as the Slavs are con- 
| Charlemagne was the ‘Hitler’ 
ie days. Under the mask of bring- 


ANTI-SOVIET “PAN-EUROPA” 39 


ing Christianity to the Western and 
Southern Slavs, he came with fire and 
sword to destroy them. All the imitation 
Caesars and Kaisers who followed him, 
to these very days, came with the same 
purpose and in the same manner. True 
Christianity came to the Pannonian and 
Russian Slavs from the Balkans, through 
Bulgarian and Graeco-Slav missionaries, 
foremost among them the two brothers 
Cyrill and Metod, today universally rec- 
ognized by all Slavs as the Slav Apostles, 
preaching the evangel, as they did, by 
God's word, not by violence. 

As regards the other great men men- 
tioned by Creel—Napoleon, Lord Cas- 
tlereagh, Mazzini, Garibaldi, Crispi, 
Victor Hugo, Comte, Renan—in speak- 
ing of Europe, they meant a Europe 
comprising al] the nations of Europe, 
including Russia. Each would have re- 
futed as preposterous the very thought 
of cutting off half of Europe. The same 
is true of George Washington, who re- 
membered only too well, when he spoke 
of a possible future U. S. of Europe, 
that it was Russia which organized a 
“League of Armed Neutrality’ to help 
him in the struggle for liberation. 

But Count Coudenhove-Kalergi tries 
to accomplish the preposterous feat of 
excluding Russia from Europe by 
“transplanting” Europe’s frontier from 
the Ural Mountains to “where it stood 
in the Middle Ages.” 

Speaking of the Count’s various Pan- 
Europa “Congresses,” Mr. Creel stresses 
that those who took part in them were 
no mob of impractical idealists, for 
“men of distinction and large authority 
were enthusiastic in support.’ Enthusi- 
asm may have characterized the support 
of such men in Creel’s list as Msgr. 
Seipel and Dollfuss, the clero-fascist 
leaders of Austria, who like Salazar of 
Portugal and Franco of Spain advocated 
the idea of the Corporate State, but 
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otherwise Creel’s statement is entirely 
at variance with that of the Count him- 
self in his Crusade for Pan-Europe, pub- 
lished in 1943 (G. P. Putnam’s Sons, 
New York). Creel, for example, in- 
cludes President Benes in his list of en- 
thusiastic supporters, but the Count 
says: “Benes sponsored the Pan-Euro- 
pean movement, but never whole-heart- 
edly. . . . Although he wished to secure 
‘the benefit of all advantages Pan- 
Europe would assure his State and Na- 
tion, he was not ready to make any 
national sacrifices in its behalf. His atti- 
tude was not exceptional: most of the 
national statesmen and leaders of Europe 
share this.” (p. 90) 

This last contradicts Mr. Creel’s as- 
sertion that 26 Governments approved 
the plan. 


_ So Russia Has Nothing to Fear? 


“The present plan,” says Creel, 
announced by leaders, provides for a 
purely ‘family’ arrangement, with unifi- 
cation confined to Europe. The inclusion 
of Russia would carry Europe to the 
Pacific, and the vastly superior size and 
strength of the USSR would throw the 
system completely out of balance. Great 
Britain, with a Commonwealth of her 
own, must also be excluded.” 

This is all very illogical, if “the pres- 
ent plan” is modelled upon what Count 
Coudenhove-Kalergi is propagating in 
his books, for the Count includes in- his 
“Pan-Europa’’ not only all the countries 
of the Near-East down to India but also 
all the colonies of France, Belgium, 
Italy, Portugal and the Netherlands, 
that is half of Africa, and a good deal 
of Asia and Indonesia. 

For her sponsorship of the Count’s 
“Pan-Europa,” Creel says that Russia 
must give up all thought of “puppet 
states and spheres of influence,” and 


this “without any expectation of return 


ling the Black Sea and through | 


other than the assurance of d 
dustrious, peace-loving neigh b 
cause “‘Pan-Europa could not ¥| 
entertain imperialistic ambiti 
wage an offensive war, for its4 
potentialities would: be sie 
to defense.” 
To which we reply: with. 
Europe, half of Africa and a gop 
of Asia in her possession; efi, 
Russia from the West, South aij 
locking her up in the Arctic and) 
Finnish Gulf; cutting her off f 
approaches to her Baltic seape 
ting off all the Western and § 
Slavs from her; hermetically 
her up in the Dardanelles, and 


the Caspian Sea, and all count ; 
to India and beyond, this mop 
creation of a new world powe 
eae! one day be able to say 
: “Give yourself up to our nf 

our enclave.” 
George Creel adds the! 
words: “‘Russia’s avowed fea 
‘Western Bloc’ inimical to USSE 
be calmed still further by hav 
constitution of the new union 
Fascism and provide guarantees 
neutrality.” Outlaw Fascism? © 
skeptical eye we look at Spain, P 
Austria and Hungary; and eve 
other countries. 
After reminding the reader i 
President is familiar with th 
European movement from its in 
Mr. Creel concludes his article v 
ominous words: “The proposal t 
nationalize European waterways 
Rotterdam as the chief port of 
rather than Hamburg, may have 
first approach to the United St 
Europe, but nothing is safer th 
prophecy that it will not be his | 
So much for Creel’s article. } 

a closer look at Count Coud 
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imself, whom I met briefly in 
er of 1940 in Belgrade (when 
to call on Prince Paul, regent 
slavia), and whose activities I 
owed for years. Knowing him 
able propagandist, I am not 
ast astonished that this mild- 
1, soft-spoken Austro-Japanese 
ly, and it seems successfully, 
ted his pet project from Europe 
tile soil of America. For almost 
ars the Count waved the bogey 
unism before the bewildered 
European statesmen, until 
itler, his rival in the same art 
iavelism, made him flee from 
’ the hospitable shores of this 
| 


layed Up Russian Menace 
- Hitler actually succeeded in 
hrough, at least temporarily, his 
making a Europe of four hun- 
lion people opposed to Soviet 
Count Coudenhove-Kalergi re- 
as before, a general without an 
it the Count is still with us, and, 
of the changed conditions in 
and the world, he has not 
much his original ‘Pan-Eu- 
ans against the “Red Invasion’’ 
-Asiatic Russia.” 
in 1931, when his rival Adolph 
yas becoming daily more noisy 
e powerful, when on the other 
viet Russia was busy at work 
plans of reconstruction, Count 
1ove - Kalergi denounced not 
10r Mussolini but Stalin for 
to invade Europe. 
n,’ so Count Coudenhove- 
wrote then (Stalin G Co. Pan- 
Editions, Leipzig - Vienna, 
“is fighting the same fight 
European culture as in the past 
and Genghis-Khan.” (p. 12f) 
the Occident,” he said, “‘is 


_ ANTI-SOVIET “PAN-EUROPA” 


41 


dreaming of an eternal peace, Bolshevist 
Russia is preparing a religious war 
against Europe. . . . The Red Islam of 
Moscow is today as aggressive and war- 
like and just as conscious of its world 
Mission as was, in its time, the Green 
Islam of Mekka; .. . carrying the torch 
of a new world conflagration.” (p. 45) 

He called on England to thwart Rus- 
sia’s designs and pictured ‘‘Pan-Europa” 
as a buffer-state on a big scale to insure 
England’s security against Russia. In the 
Far-East the Count envisaged a Japano- 
Chinese Asiatic Bloc. 

“Of the great European powers,” said 
Count Coudenhove, “it is only the 
Roman Catholic Church which is realiz- 
ing the danger in its entirety: — the 
Roman Catholic Church is seeing a new 
world-religion in the making which is 
causing her more apprehensions than 
the Mohammedan religion in the past 
1,000 years; and she is taking counter- 
measures.” (p. 47). 

“Only one thing,’ the Count-con- 
tinued, ‘“‘can forestall a war between © 
Bolshevism and the Occident; an uncon- 
ditional peace-policy of Europe sup- 
ported by a military supremacy.” (p. 
50) 

“Europe cannot blow up the Russian 
Bloc but it can put against it a European 
one; against the Union of Soviet Repub- 
lics—a Union of European States; 
against the Soviet Trust —a European 
Customs Union; against the Red Army 
—a European Union-Army.” (p. 52) 
That was in 1931. 


His Europe Runs Around Russia 

It is more than astounding that Count 
Coudenhove-Kalergi never realized that 
Europe’s chief misfortune since World 
War I was that Western Europe ex- 
cluded the Russians from ‘‘Europe,’’ in- 
stead of doing everything to work with 
them on European problems. The 
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strangest thing the Count did in his 
anti-Russian propaganda was to “‘trans- 
fer’ the old European frontier from the 
Ural Mountains, the Ural River and the 
Caucasus range to the Eastern frontiers 
of Finland, the Baltic States, Poland and 
Rumania, thus robbing Russia of all the 
outlets to the life-giving sea and taking 
away from her also some of her Black 
Sea ports. The dictum of the Count js 
that “in no case can the Ural Mountains 
be considered as the Eastern frontier of 
Europe.” (Europe Must Unite, Pan- 
Europa Editions Ltd., Glarus, Switzer- 
land, 1940; p. 99). 

“The revolution of 1918,” so says the 
Count, “‘split the empire of the Czars 
into two equal parts. Finland, the Baltic 
States, Poland and Bessarabia joined the 
Western Cultural World, while the re- 
maining parts of the empire of the Czars 
deliberately cast off this culture and tra- 
dition in order to establish a new form 
of life, a new society and a new eco- 
nomic system on the Bolshevist founda- 

tion.” (ibid, p- 99) 

In that book published in 1940, the 
Count was furthermore of the opinion 
that “in many respects Asiatic Japan 
stands nearer to Europe today than semi- 
Asiatic Russia. . . . Thanks to this de- 
sertion of European culture, the Eastern 
frontier of Europe has been settled un- 
equivocally. It is more or less where it 
lay in the Middle Ages.” (p. 100) But, 
in the South Eastern part of Europe, 
Count Coudenhove thinks, “everything 
points to the inclusion of Turkey into 
Europe. Ataturk’s reforms signify the 
adoption by Turkey of: European cul- 
ture,” and that, therefore, “‘it appears 
necessary to bring Turkey into the Euro- 
pean system.” Moreover, “the absorp- 
tion of Turkey into Europe opens far- 
reaching prospects for the future expan- 
sion of the Pan-European system over 
large parts of Western Asia. Anatolia is 


Syria, Iraq and Persia with an ex 
to Afghanistan, Palestine and 
jordania.” (p. 102) In other wot 
old Berlin to Baghdad Rail 
Kaiser Wilhelm’s memoty. 

“On the other hand, as an ext 
of Pan-Europe,” the Count the 
tinues, ‘““Western Asia could sen 
land bridge not only to Egypt a 
rest of Africa but also to India 
103) “The fact that the highes 
man ideals and interests are if 
formity with the Pan-European 
lem, must soon bring about the# 
of Germany into the European | 
Also Italy will one day play a | 
part in the unification and recot 
tion of Europe.” (p. 114f) Al 
shows us best what Coudenhove 
of the future of his Pan-Europé 
far as Spain is concerned, the recot 
tion of this unhappy country by th 
laboration of all Europe must be ¢ 
the first tasks of Pan-Europa.” (p 


Russia Out—Nazis In 

“All the Eastern frontier states 
a particular interest in the unt 
of Europe, inasmuch as the whole 
den of the defense of the Eur 
frontier rests today upon their § 
ders.” (p. 115) Count Couden 
Kalergi speaks again like Hitler: 
struggle for its future, European a 
encounters its second mortal enemy 
shevism,” (the first according t 
Count is “nationalism’’) because 
shevism aims at the destruction ©: 
pean traditional culture. It ref 
European belief in God by Ath 


conception of freedom by the pri 
of equality, and because it seeks its 
verts among Chinese as well as N 
as readily as among Europeans.” 
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receive this Trojan Horse into 
opean union would lead to per- 
tivil war and the extermination 
pean culture.’’ (p. 135) ‘‘Europe 
n only from the European ex- 
.e., from the Swiss Federation,” 
therefore, not from the U. S. A. 
dent Truman seems to think. 

he Count was not averse to re- 
the Nazi-Fascist Trojan Horse 
“Pan-Europa.”” Why did he wel- 
e Nazi beast into it? “. . . many 
ns,” the Count explains in The 
of Europe and America, 1942, 
posed to this idea (Federation 
pe) because they decline to be- 
)-citizens of their German op- 
. They demand either the ex- 
of Germany from the European 
or its transformation into a kind 
pean ‘Ghetto.’ They do not un- 
l, that no solid European Union 
ganized without or against the 
5. They do not understand that 
a attempt could only drive Ger- 
ito the arms of Russia, because 
y must choose between East and 


(p- 9) 


90k to Soviet Russia 

t Coudenhove-Kalergi’s tireless 
nda against Soviet Russia for 
twenty-three years prepared the 
ations of Europe for yielding 
to the pressure exerted by Hit- 
ermany against them. 

y Count Coudenhove-Kalergi 
le one change in his plans—se 
oviet Russia to become a sponsor 
Anti-Soviet Pan-Euro pa. If Soviet 
ever does this, it will at least be 
til Count Coudenhove-Kalergi 
$s associate propagandists of 
”” (a small group of some four- 
mportant men) have moved the 
s of their “Pan-Europa” just a 
‘ther to the West, say to the line 


Stettin-Trieste, where it lay in the 
Middle Ages, to allow the countries 
bordering on Russia, especially the Slav 
countries, Poland and Czechoslovakia, 
Yugoslavia and Bulgaria, to catch their 
breath and arrange amicably their affairs 
with their Eastern neighbor. The people 
in these countries know only too well 
that Russia alone can save them in the 
future from the fury of another “Hit- 
ler.”’ 

As jt is now, is not this plan for a 
Unified Europe Against Russia an at- 
tempt of the hidden, but powerful, 
clerical-fascist forces, to solve the ‘“Euro- 
pean Question” against Russia? Or is 
this a final endeavor of the capitalist 
democracies to “‘get’’ Russia, by squeez- 
ing her out of “Europe,” as has been 
tried after’ every major war to which 
Russia was a party? Or is this a hostile 
act against all the Slavs whatever their 
name, to prevent their consolidation into 
an all-Slav Union as their only protec- 
tion against the rapacious appetites of 
their western neighbors who since the 
dawn of history have been pushing them 
ever farther east? 

And is not Russia entitled to ee 
European Security Zone, to her own 
Monroe Doctrine, as was acknowledged 
by Secretary Byrnes? 

If Great Britain is allowed to make 
her Pan-Arabia, ostensibly as a hostile 
bloc against Russia; if the U. S. A. is 
organizing a whole hemisphere into a 
Pan-America; why should not Russia 
and with her all the kindred Slav peo- 
ples be allowed to put all their forces 
together to once and for all stem the 
German Drive to the East? 

If an all-Slav Union had been formed 
after World War I, as the present writer 
proposed in 1918, Germany-Italy-Japan 
would never have dared to attack any 
country in the world, least of all Amer- 
ica. ee 


A MODERN VIEW OF MYSTICISM 


By KENNETH LESLIE 


FROM DIONYSIUS TO LAO-TSE 


[This is the third in a series of articles.] 


NE OF THE PROFOUNDEST sources 
of influence throughout the whole 
history of the Christian Church was the 
classical philosophy of the Greeks. Plato, 
Aristotle, the Stoics, and the Neo-Pla- 
tonists, all had a marked influence upon 
the early Fathers of the Church. In fact 
one of the Fathers, known in the calen- 
dar as St. Dionysius, and who called 
himself Dionysius the Areopagite, ac- 
tually was a Neo-Platonist, probably a 
disciple of Proclus. This man has had a 
_tremendous influence upon the Church, 
and he it is who is largely responsible 
for the pantheistic tone, which is found 
regnant in all Christian Mysticism up to 
the time of Walter Hilton in the four- 
teenth century. By what might be called 
a pious fraud on his part and an odd 
turn of circumstances, all the writings 
of Dionysius were accepted by the 
Church as absolutely authoritative. He 
signed himself Dionysius the Areopag- 
ite, purporting to be he who was con- 
verted by St. Paul in the Areopagus. By 
this device he gained for his disguised 
“Oriental” mystical philosophy aposto- 
lic authority. 

Dionysius starts out with the Original 
One of Plotinus. This Original One is 
above knowledge, above category. He is 
the unspoken Word. Language is use- 
less ‘to describe Him. “No monad or 
triad can express the all-transcending 
hiddenness of the super-essentially su- 
per-existing super-Deity.” From this 
Original One flow all things, and back 
to It all things return. The first emana- 
tion is the Thing-in-Itself, correspond- 


distinctions for thought. The moy 


ing to the Plotinian Nous and 
Johannine Logos. This breaks u 
the many created things, the we 
being. Now, the further we ge 
from the First Essence the mor 
there is, the more our thought 
the more we must add to our thi 
In other words, it is a positive 
ment_of thought. On the other 
the nearer we approach to the Deity 
less being there is, the fewer b 1 


of approach to the Deity, then, i 
ative movement of thought. An 
know is finite, and therefore, 
cannot be applied to the Infinite 
try to understand His nature, the 
subtracting from it all the attri 
can think of. It is a process of ak 
tion by which we approach God 
the doctrine of the Vedanta in its 
dox interpretation. It is the via ne, 

This doctrine, of course, had its 
found effect upon life, leading t 
ceticism, passive contemplation, 2 
withdrawal from all positive living 

The writings of Dionysius were! 
lated by the Irish monk, Scotus Erig 
who was an important mystic 0 
ninth century; and through him an 
later Scholastics the same Dion 
philosophy came to dominate the t 
ings of the school of Meister Ed 
Eckhart and his followers elevate 
trospective Mysticism to the h 
level it ever reached in history; and 
was done of course at the expens 
some inconsistency between do 
and practice. Although they tau; g 
essentially quietistic doctrine, they 
one and all very active in refor 


& et 


ises, and in revolt against the sacerdo- 
ism of the Middle Ages. Including 
it did Tauler, who was a powerful 
acher, Suso, the ascetic and literary 
ius, Ruysbroek, who was a great re- 
mer of abuses in the Church, and the 
thor of the Germania Theologia, this 
ool forms, according to Inge, the 
tightest cluster of names in the his- 
of Mysticism.” 

Gradually, however, this type of 
ought was outgrown by a truer form 
Mysticism; or, perhaps we might bet- 
t say it developed into a truer form. 
eginning with Hilton and Juliana of 
orwich we have a definite break with 
e Dionysian tradition. The absolute 
othingness in which the peregrina- 
mms of Dionysius end are for Hilton 
it a stage in the journey to God. The 
ivine Dark, in which Dionysius winds 
> his system, is for Hilton but the dark- 
sss before the light. ““The darker the 
ght is the nearer the true day.” “But 
e night passeth away; the day dawn- 
h.” This darkness is simply the dying 
the world, the shutting out of all 
uthly affections. Here the negative 
ad of Dionysius is given its true place. 
nd ever after this time, the mystic 
nds to look at the world as at some- 
ing to be subjugated rather than 
unned, to be understood rather than 
roided. Nature, instead of being con- 
ived of as a denial or limitation of 
od, comes to be understood as the vest- 
lent of God, one of the ways in which 
ie shows Himself to His children. 
The negative quality, which seems to 
ominate the thinking of most Chris- 
an mystics up to the Reformation, is 
ue to the influence exerted over them 
y Dionysius, coming through Dionysius 
om a source which is probably extra- 
hristian. It is not necessary to trace it 
irther and see whether it is Greek or 
riental in origin, or perhaps a combi- 
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nation of both in a state of decadence. © 


The point is that it is a specific tendency 
within the larger movement which mys- 
tical philosophy has taken in the world. 
And therefore it cannot be fair to make 
this specific tendency cover the heart- 
meaning of Mysticism. 


N OUR WESTERN arrogance we are 
disposed to set Asiatic philosophy 
over against European philosophy, as 
being hopelessly passive and quietistic 
in character. Perhaps, however, should 
we examine Eastern thought more care- 
fully and sympathetically, we might find 
that this contrast is really more pictur- 
esque than exact. Speaking generally it 
is true that the systems which have dom- 
inated Asiatic life have had a character- 
istically submissive and passive nature; 


but there can be found, nevertheless, a 


strongly ethical element in a great many 
of their systems; and, more than that, 
some of them bear a striking resem- 
blance to Christianity even in their fun- 
damental concepts. 

It will be impossible for me to labor 
this point at length; but I wish to bring 
it to mind in a brief sketch, in order that 
we may see that Christianity is not re- 


sponsible for all the active elements. 


found in Mysticism. It is often thought 
that the insistence upon ethical action 
by many of the great Christian mystics 
was brought about by their Christianity 
rather than by their Mysticism. Indeed, 
it is held by some that the compromise 
with Hellenic and Eastern Mysticsm was 
the price that early Christianity paid to 


gain a foothold in the world of thought 


and rise into its position of European 
dominance. Yet there can for the look- 
ing be found in Eastern philosophy at 


least some dashes of ‘““Western’”’ activ- 
ism, and the quietism, which is undoubt- 


edly there, is there as a result of igno- 
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rance and mistaken method, and not by 
any inherent necessity of character. 
Who is “the chief among the know- 
ers of Brahma?* in the Upanishads he 
is defined as “he whose joy is in Brahma 
the active one.” (R. Tagore: Sadhana, 
p-131). Again, the Upanishad says of 
Brahma, “Knowledge, power, and ac- 
tion are of his nature.” (Ibid, p.133). 
The writer who quotes these sayings, 
Rabindranath Tagore, admits freely that 
India has shown partiality for the in- 
ward world and a great aversion for the 
world of action. ‘Their faith would 
acknowledge no bondage of law, their 
imagination soars unrestricted, their 
conduct disdains to offer any explana- 
tion to reason. Their intellect, in its vain 
attempts to see Brahma inseparable from 
his creation, works itself stone-dry and 


their heart, seeking to confine him with- 


in its Own outpourings, swoons in a 
drunken ecstasy of emotion.’ Here we 
have a good example of the modern 
mystic describing the evils of the nega- 
tive method in his own country. But the 

- doctrines, which have engendered these 
evils, have evidently grown up since the 
early scriptures of India took their first 
and purest form. According to Tagore, 
“true spirituality, as taught in our sacred 
lore, is calmly balanced in strength, in 
the correlation of the within and the 
without.” “Freedom is impossible of at- 
tainment without submission to law, for 
Brahma is in one aspect bound by his 
truth, in the other free in his joy.” 
““Whatever works thou doest, conse- 
crate them to Brahma,’ that is to say, 
the soul is to dedicate itself to Brahma 
through all its activities.” (Sadhana, 
pp. 127, 128.) 

And the pessimism of India is not due 
to its Mysticism, as so many suppose. It 
is rather due to the material conditions 
in which the Hindus found themselves 
after they had subjugated the Indian 
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peninsula, and had settled down to a 
of ease, living on the labor of the c 
quered inhabitants. This fact, coup! 
with the effect of a warm climate upom 
Northern people, is, I believe, the tt 
explanation of the development of su 
a pessimism and passivism as we fi 
throughout the latter part of the histe 
of India. It may seem trifling to fix up 
a purely material cause for such a gfe 
development in religion and philosoph 
but since the pessimistic tendency i 
deep-rooted tendency in all human a 
ture, it does not take after all a gre 
deal of influence in a material enviro 
ment to turn the current of thought 
that direction and keep it in that direg 
tion. 


N PerRsIA we find the same situatio 

except that it is reversed. Here te 
we find originally a proud and power fi 
people (kindred to the Indians) with 
strong positive religion which had qa 
an element of Mysticism in it. The 4 
gressive quality of these Persians i 
stamped out by the Mohammedan inva 
sion in the eighth century, and the f 
markable development of Sufism too 
place. Sufism is a mingling of three ele 
ments, the old Persian cheerfulness sup 
pressed and somewhat cynical, Mohasr 
medan monotheism, and Indian pess 
mism and pantheism. What interests u 
is the despairing passivism into whic 
this great people descended. It is evider 
that the whole thing is the effect of th 
oppression of their Moslem conquerors 
Under Moslem rule there was no chane 
for self-assertion, no opportunity or cal 
to activity and expansion; and therefot 
it was inevitable that they should in 
into despair and lose themselves i 
drunken reveries. 


HE GREATEST EXAMPLE of Easte 
evangelism and Mysticism combine 


HAAS 
% 


one person is the great prophet and 
st of China, Lao-tse. His book, the 
o-te-King, teaches the existence of a- 
sterious spiritual power in all nature 
1 in man. This power is called the 
o, and it is the informing and con- 
Ling power of the world. This power 
; special affinities for men. Men must 
zulate their lives according to the prin- 
les of the Tao. The conception of the 
© is practically the same thing as the 
gos doctrine in Christianity. It is the 
lwelling meaning of the world. 


Lao-tse was a mystic, an Asiatic mys: 
, perhaps the greatest of all. Yet he 
1 not remain in the clouds of specula- 
n which are supposed to be the true 
me of the mystic. His interest was in 
actical things. He proclaimed a Gos- 
I, and his Gospel, in certain respects, 
s never been superseded. In a land of 
aster and man, he taught that the true 
ite was a free state, where there was 
ither commanding nor obeying. The 
rt of the book dealing with morality 
called ¢e, and morality is not cut off 
om religion, but naturally follows 
om it; because the Tao must be enter- 
ined in man’s heart. He must then 
can his heart from all lust and egotism 
id love of power and avarice, so that 
e Tao may have room to abide there. 
nd when the Tao abides in his heart, 
> no longer wishes for power, but only 
serve. The sage, then, or he who is in 
uion with the Tao, is humble and self- 
crificing, returning good for evil al- 
ays, quiet and reserved, accomplishing 
uch with seemingly little effort. This 
ge has nothing whatever to do with 
isions or ecstasies or any artificial 
leans of reaching the Tao. The whole 
rocess is purely moral and spiritual. 
[ere on Chinese soil, we have one of 
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the noblest flowers of Mysticism that 
have appeared upon our earth. Is it 
merely by chance that we have such 
wonderful practical wisdom combined 
with true Mysticism? I cannot believe it. 
In Jesus of Nazareth and Lao-tse we 
have by no means the only but by far 
the greatest standing refutations of the 
charge of quietism against Mysticism. 
In these two men we have examples of 
the natural, and indeed essential, com- 


bination of true Mysticism and the high- 


est kind of world-citizenship. 


W: HAVE Now passed before us 
some features of historic Mysti- 
cism. Our study has been rather sketchy 
and brief; but I think we can see that the 
material of history, known and recog- 
nized by everybody as mystical, is sus- 
ceptible of other arrangement and other 
interpretation than that usually put upon 
it. All we hoped to do was to indicate 
how this material may be placed before 
the student in such a light that it may be 
organized from the viewpoint of our 
definition of Mysticism. That is to say, 
an historical analysis of mystical phe- 
nomena will bear out our contention 


that Mysticism is communion with God,” 


and that. it is not necessarily visions or 
ecstasies or trances or, as some would 
say, just plain buncombe. 

Taoism descended into magic and 
jugglery. The religion of the Vedas fell 
into pessimism and pantheism. The 
fighting spirit in the Persian Avesta be- 
came the drunken despair of the Sufis. 
The Mysticism of Plato and Plotinus was 
degraded into the idle pursuit of ecstasy 


and vision. But are we on these grounds 


to condemn any of these systems? If so, 
then we must condemn Christianity, 
which at one time sank so low as to be 
below the level of Mohammedanism. 
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THOSE BALKAN ELECTIONS 


By JOHN ROMAN 


contrast to those of the Portuguese election which was controlled 6 


clerical fascism. 


IHE ELECTIONS in the Balkans touched 

off one of the great controversies of 
post-war global diplomacy. 

These elections—in Bulgaria, Yugo- 
slavia and Albania— have been de- 
nounced in official American and Brit- 
ish circles and in the conservative press 
as undemocratic and totalitarian. In the 
case of Bulgaria, Secretary of State 
Byrnes went as far as to serve notice to 
- Sofia that the elections and consequently 
the government would not be recog- 
nized. British Foreign Secretary Bevin 
rumbled forth a similar view. More re- 
cently, the State Department expressed 
willingness to recognize the Bulgarian 
government (as a sort of gesture toward 
international harmony), providing some 
measure of reorganization for the bene- 
fit of the conservatives takes place. But 
the Department hastened to emphasize 
that, whatever the compromise on its 
part, this in no way alters its points of 
view on the character of the Balkan 
elections. 

This fire, in the main, has been di- 
tected against Yugoslavia and Bulgaria, 
especially the latter since it is a former 
enemy nation. Not having much “re- 
spectable” opposition within its borders, 
Albania has not attracted so much notice. 

Such condemnations of the Balkan 
elections lose much of their weight when 
we note how intimately they are linked 
with Anglo-American concern for the 
backward-looking groups in these na- 
tions of former tyranny and Anglo- 
American opposition to the new friend- 
ship of these lands with the Soviet 


Union. Their falsity is even more evi 
dent when we consider the facts col a 
nected with the elections. 


In Contrast to Fascist Portugal 

If the Balkan elections were undemo: 
cratic and totalitarian then we might ex 
pect them to fit the pattern of an elec 
tion in a country known to be such. Por 
tugal is such a country and it conven 
iently held an election which we cam 
use to test those in the Balkans. 

Portugal has a population of about 
seven and a half million. Out of thi 
total only 943,000 were found eligible 
to vote, that is, about 13 per cent of the 
population. And out of this figure onl} 
56 per cent actually voted—about 500; 
000 people. 

Only the head of each family (mag 
of woman), government employes ane 
officers of the army and navy were eli 
gible to vote. And that only if they mei 
other requirements of the Salazar cler- 
ical-fascist dictatorship. 

By the time the elections were held 
there were no opposition candidates, no 
were any provisions made to permit) 
people to register their opposition. Sala: 
zat’s National Union Party received the 
500,000 votes cast. 

Now look at the Balkan élections in 
contrast. 

Allowing for war losses, Yugoslavia 
has roughly fifteen million people. Only 
about two and a half per cent of the 
population were disfranchised on the 
ground of collaboration with the Nazis 
or the Italian Fascists. All the rest of the 


Le Re GONE RT on SO oe 


ey 


lation from the age of 18 up had 
ght to vote, as well as those below 


ge of 18 who have fought in the © 


of liberation. Yugoslav women 
for the first time in their history. 
l-in-all, there were 8,383,450 eli- 
voters (56 per cent of the popula- 
. Out of this number 7,432,471 
per cent of those eligible) actually 
ised their privilege in the elections 
he Yugoslav House of Representa- 


hen the opposition groups refused 
ater candidates, the voters were 
| space on the ballots to register 
Opposition to the National Front 
2d by Marshal Tito—and over 700,- 
did so.. This left the National Front 
over 90 per cent of the votes cast. 

the voting for the House of Na- 
7,413,214 persons participated, of 
1 838,000, or slightly over 11 per 
were against the National Front. 

Igaria has a population of roughly 
da half million. Over four and a 
million (4,701,035) were eligible 
te, that is, 72 per cent of the popu- 
. Of this number 3,853,097 (82 
ent of those eligible) actually cast 
s. The count revealed that 3,397,- 
Bulgarian citizens voted for the 
tland Front coalition, in other 
s, less than 500,000 expressed 
ition. : 

ver in the history of Bulgaria and 
slavia had there been such an in- 
€ mass interest in politics. Never 
o many people vote or have the 
to vote. Never before had they 
universal suffrage by secret ballot 
ut royal bayonets behind their 
. The reports of the United Press, 
ssociated Press, the New York 
s and other newsmen agree that the 
Ms were correct and held in a 
y spirit without the slightest de- 
of violence. The election turn out 
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surpassed, in proportion to population, 
the best turn out in American elections. 
These facts of the Yugoslav and Bul- 
garian elections are in significant con- 
trast to those of the Portuguese election 
which was controlled by clerical fascism. 


United Front Against Reaction 

The charge of totalitarianism, befog- 
ging the historic character of the Balkan 
elections, narrows down to this: The 
National Front and the Fatherland 
Front went to the polls as a bloc with a 
common list of candidates instead of the 


individual parties running separately 


under theit own bannets. Also, it is 
charged, the opposition was not given 
much of a chance. 

In regard to the latter, there can be no 
doubt that the National Front and the 
Fatherland Front “played politics” for 
all that it is worth. But that is quite nat- 
ural. Politics is always “‘played for all 
that it is worth’ when the issues at stake 
are important, whatever the country, 
whatever the politics of the participants. 

Political power in the United States is 
shared (some say monopolized) alter- 
nately by the Democratic and Repub- 
lican parties. To what extent would 
either party help a third party, a national 
opposition, get a foothold? Should some 
groups want to organize a third or fourth 
patty of national status, neither the 
Democrats nor the Republicans would 
stop them, but neither would they go out 
of their way to help them. This is pre- 
cisely what happened in Yugoslavia and 
Bulgaria, except that in those countries 
political power is shared by many parties 
(not two) and not alternately but con- 
currently. | 

Consider the Bulgarian Fatherland 
Front. It is a coalition of the Zveno (an 
organization of anti-German army of- 
ficers who also had fought the dictator- 


ship of the late King Boris), the Agra- - 


50 ESP ‘THE PROTESTANT 


rian Union, the Workers’ (Communist) 
Party, the National Union, the Social 
Democrats and the Radicals. 

The Bulgarian opposition is com- 
posed of a faction of the Agrarians 
under the leadership of Nicholas Petkov 
(son of a former Bulgarian premier), 
the Democratic Party led by the 73-year 
old former premier Nicholas Mushanov, 
the National Liberal Party and a faction 
of the Social Democratic Party. 

The Fatherland Front government 
had postponed the elections once on 
direct intervention from the U. S. State 
Department. On September 9, 1945, 
Foreign Correspondent Sam _ Pope 
Brewer cabled to the New York Times 
from the Bulgarian capital: “Bulgaria’s 


Fatherland Front Government today an-_ 


nounced a series of measures approved 
last night and intended to liberalize 
election policy and give more freedom 
to the opposition. On Monday, changes 
in the election law itself will be studied. 
. . . The most important of all these 
measures voted at last night’s cabinet 
meeting is the granting of permission to 
four opposition groups to become legal 
parties, publish newspapers and conduct 
election campaigns.” 

The Fatherland Front’s Central Com- 
mittee recommended to the government 
five points which the Cabinet accepted 
as its own. And these points are very 
pertinent to our discussion: 

(1) Guarantee of the right of any anti- 
Fascist group to form a legal polit- 
ical party, with its own newspaper. 

(2) To insure free competition in the 
elections for all lawful parties. 

(3) To take all necessary legal and ad- 
ministrative measures to guarantee 
free elections. 

(4) To form mixed committees of all 
parties to supervise elections. 

(5) To hold the elections as soon as 
possible and without changes in the 


SA 


addition of other parties’ fq) 
sentation. m «(| 
Thus, the Fatherland Front 
open the door for the opposition, € 


it finds it possible to agree with the 
nomic and political program of 
Fatherland Front—or elect its own | 
didates in a free election. y 

The Bulgarian opposition chose | 
to participate. The election results) 
credence to the claims of the Father) 
Front that the opposition did not 
risk to show its weakness and lack) 
popular support. Indeed, it see 
opposition pinned its hope on 
ican intervention. g 

The National Front of Yugoslavi 
also made up of various political pat 
There, too, the opposition was asker 
compete, but chose not to do so, 
only hope also in the face of Natte 
Front popularity was for British 7 
American intervention in their beh 

Both in Yugoslavia and Bulgaria 
old party lines and demarcations 
become quite meaningless. Great peo 
movements came into being, mef 
various groups. It would appear th 
majority of the old party. leaders | 
joined the opposition, but the rank 
file are finding expression in the ¢ 
tion organizations. . 

Tiny Albania, with a population 
slightly over one million, furnish 
similar picture. There, the Alba 
National Democratic Front emeé 
from the struggle against the Ite 
Fascist invaders and the native reac 
of landlordism. Headed by the resist 
leader, Col. Gen. Enver Hoxha, 
Democratic Front has received the 
ahead” signal of 87 per cent of 
electorate. 

To charge that these countries 
“totalitarian” because no effective o| 


exists to the coalition regimes is to 
srt the meaning of the Balkan 
opments. : 
ese National Fronts came into be- 
a result of the underground and 
armed struggle against the Nazi- 
t invader. Various political group- 
often bitter enemies, were thrown 
er by the sheer necessity of sur- 
They found that it worked. Now, 
liberation, they find that the job is 
beginning. So they have pooled 
forces for the realization of a com- 
program of reconstruction and the 
stitution of these lands of. royal 
orships into People’s Republics. 
do not intend to ‘have the clock 
d back again. 

is is not presented as an apology 
xcesses of which a good measure 
yet be found in the Balkan coun- 
It’s merely a reminder that the Bul- 
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garian, Yugoslav and Albanian people’s 
movements have dedicated themselves to 
replace backward economic and political 
structures and the old fascistic monarch- 
istic regimes with economic and political 
forms that promises to be more satisfac- 
tory to their needs. King Zog of Albania 
is out and so is Peter of Yugoslavia. 
People’s Republics have been declared 
—and the chances are that Bulgaria will 
follow suit. These three countries. are 
passing through a democratic revolution 
and no revolution—American, French, 
or Russian—has ever been a kid glove 
affair. Indeed, it is quite surprising that 
the economic, political and social trans- 
formation of Albania, Yugoslavia, and 
Bulgaria is being accomplished with so 
little violence. The tremendous electoral 
support for the Balkan “New Deal” 
governments is a major reason for this. 


* 


NATIONAL CATHOLIC CHURCH RECOGNIZED BY 
WARSAW GOVERNMENT 


recognized as a legal public religious entity in Poland by a decree of the 
Minister of Public Administration. Undoubtedly this is an important event 
in the normalization of our domestic life, which proves that the Government 
of National Unity is realizing the principles of the Constitution. 

The aim of the Polish National Church in Poland and North America 
has been to establish a free church of Poland, independent of all factors 
jeopardizing its independence or its freedom. 

The National Church originated among Polish émigrés in the United 
States who had come there in search of bread and freedom. 

The former governments not only did not give any rights to the Polish 
' National Church but used all means to deprive it of its followers. 

Today when the National Church has been at last recognized by the 
Government of National Unity its martyrdom has come to an end, and 
thanks to its character and structure the National Church can be the church 
of the future. 


Warsaw, Feb. 22/46:—The Polish National Catholic Church has been 
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THE LUSATIANS 


A PLEA FOR A FORGOTTEN "PEOPLE 4 


By JOSEPH NOVOTNY 


Wee DID we get the slogan “Might 


is Right” which has caused so much 
misery in the world? 

It was from Friedrich Nietzsche, a 
physical weakling, perhaps because of 
that an admirer of might. He was pos- 
sibly the bitterest enemy Jesus ever had. 
He tried to wipe out two hundred years 
of Christian culture in Europe, reject- 
ing the Christian sympathy to all weak, 
despised, poor. Only the strong, healthy, 
handsome, gifted, rich people: a to 
live. The superman. 

Stewart Chamberlain narrowed the su- 
perman to the Nordic in his book The 
Foundations of the Nineteenth Century. 

Hitler read both books and narrowed 
the concept from Nordic to German. A 
German, heaven of a thousand years was 
promised to German supermen while 
for the rest was prepared, with all sadis- 
tic details, a hell. 

The war is over. Yet how much of this 
spirit remains alive! Strong nations are 
being heard and respected. Small na- 


-tions have very little chance. 


We want to call attention to the small- 
est Slav nation which is also the only 
Slav Protestant nation. 

Lusatians. Lusatia. Who ever heard 
of them? Once an important nation, to- 
day about 150,000 Lusatian Serbs ate 
still alive. Are they worth saving? 

Between Berlin and Prague are cities 
known to the whole world—Leipsig, 
Dresden, Meissen. Originally these were 
Slav names and the Slavs still use the 
original — Lipsko, Drazdany, Misen. 
More than one thousand years ago Slavs 
founded these towns. 

Even if the tourist does not know the 


history of this section he will no 
different type of village. While the: 
man villages were built on. both 
of a road, the Slav village was but 
a little fortress, a round one. Ni OV 
is this Slav origin more apparent 
in this section. . 

There were many Slay nation 
tween the rivers Elbe and Oder.” 
were called Polabians, as they live 
the river Elbe (Labe—as the Slavs 
This nation and its language were 
until the 18th century in southeé 
Holstein, Mecklenburg, northern — 
denburg, western Pomerania. All o 
part of Germany was Germanized. 
a small part of the old Polabians art 
alive—the Wends or Serbs in L 
and Lower Lusatia. They call thems 
Serbs or Lusatian Serbs. Their lans 
ig very similar to the Czech lang 
Their country today covers about 
square miles and they number % 
150,000 souls. The capital is Ba 
(or Budysin) with about 40,000 it 
itants. They have succeeded in kee 
their language. 

How? How could they keep 
identity as a nation through that 
cruel Germanizing process? 

The answer is in their geograp 
position. They live in the nortl 
Czechoslovakia and with the C 
they had numerous and fraterna 
tions—in the 9th century they 
part of the famous Great Mor 
Empire. 

But the main reason this able n 
survived is because they developed 
own literary language, having bee 
of the first nations to accept Prote 


and in 1548 having translated the 
> into Lusatian. After the first 
d war they had two dailies, three 
‘lies, a scientific review, a literary 
1zine. 
hen Czechoslovakia was reborn 
the first world war Lusatians lifted 
reir heads. A National Council was 
lished in Budysin. The president 
e Council, the former deputy Arnost 
went to Paris to speak for his na- 
Only the Czechoslovaks listened. 
E. Benes, at that time the Czecho- 
k Foreign Minister, appealed elo- 
tly to the Conference to guarantee 
ree national life of the Lusatians. 
1e writer remembers Bart and his 
ies during the Peace Conference. 
Conference did nothing. And when 
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‘Bart returned home disillusioned, he 


was condemned to many years of im- 
prisonment for “high treason.” 

Hitlerism meant the destruction of all 
Lusatian cultural institutions. Their 
books were publicly burned, leaders were 
put into concentration camps, their prop- 
erty was confiscated. 

The end of the second world war 
brought the remnants of this brave na- 
tion together. It is not the suggestion 
of the Czechs but the determination of 
the Lusatians that they should be te- 
united with their nearest Slav brethren, 
the Czechoslovaks. ° 

If this plan does not succeed, the 
next best is to transfer the whole na- 
tion to Czechoslovakia where their breth- 
ren will gladly find a place for them. 


* 


LAW AND ORDER. 


On February 21 the Italian Consultative Assembly adopted Article 66 
of the electoral law forbidding priests to conduct political propaganda in thé 
course of their religious activity. An amendment by Deputy Lucifero of the 
Roman Catholic Christian Democratic Party, which would have given political 
propaganda privileges to the clergy, was rejected. . 

On March 16 Pope Pius XII, in his annual Lenten sermon to the priests 
of Rome, replied to the action of the Consultative Assembly. He commanded 
the priests to instruct their followers how to use their votes. W hile thus calling 
upon them in effect to defy Article 66 of the electoral law, he told them to 
obey the provision in the Concordat of 1929 (arranged between the Vatican 
and Mussolini's Fascist State and which is still in force) that forbids a priest 
“to enroll or be active in any political party.’ For the comfort of the clergy 
he told them that they were above the civil law, saying that the Roman Cath- 
olic Church cannot “admit that the state shall judge unilaterally the priest in 
the exercise of his ministry, even applying punitive sanctions, nor in any case 
that he be brought before a civil magistrate without an understanding with 
ecclestastical authorities as Article VIII of the same Concordat prescribes.” 

Thus the Vatican has served_notice not only on the political leaders of 
Italy but also of such countries as the United States that they will have to 
please the hierarchy if they want the votes of the faithful. 


BRITAIN'S GERMAN "BULWARK" 


By ALBERT NORDEN 


—Today British reaction sees in Germany its main European ] 
against the Soviet Union. From this follows logically British sup} 
for anti-Soviet elements in Germany and the attempt to isolate t 
Squeeze out the German Communists and Left Socialists. This poi 
comes as a windfall to the German reaction of 1946 which can only 
- exterminated root and branch by-a united anti-fascist front. 


HE POLIcy of the Western Powers 

in Germany has entered a blind alley. 
There is no more striking proof of this 
than a report in the N. Y. Times of 
Feb. 23, which describes the bankruptcy 
of the reeducation policy in the Ameri- 
can zone. Unfortunately, many reports 
confirm the Tzmes’ pessimism. It is a 
fact, for example, that Pastor Martin 
Niemoller cannot speak without hin- 
drance to the students of the six univer- 
sities in the American zone because he 
emphasizes the German people’s co- 
responsibility for Hitler’s war and the 
duty of reparation. The students, mostly 
discharged Wehrmacht officers and chil- 
dren of the upper ten thousand, howled 
him down in Erlangen. In Goettingen 
dark threats of ‘““Feme’’ justice were ut- 
tered. The rector of the University of 
Marburg thought it advisable to keep 
Niemoller from speaking, because he 
feared student disturbances. This is the 
picture today in the places where the 
future teachers and judges of Germany 


are being trained. is 


But reaction is active not only in the 
universities. Russell A. Nixon, former 


official of the American M.G. in Ger- _ 
many, testified before the Kilgore Com- es 


mittee at the end of February that the 
German cartels had not yet been broken 
up and that the de-Nazification process 
was continually being blocked. When 
the international delegation of the 
World Federation of Trade Unions met 


the process in both public and econo 


British zones? Why, according to the 


the leaders of the Bavarian unions 
Munich in mid-February, Sidney B 
man asked them: ‘“‘How has de-Nazif 
tion been carried out and are 
Bavarian unions satisfied with it?” 7 
Bavarian delegates — Social Democrati 
Communists and non-party — w 
unanimous in their dissatisfaction w 


life. They illustrated their stateme 
with a number of individual cases 4 
protested in particular against the oc 
pancy of high posts by many fort 
officers. They also wanted permiss 
for the unions to publish their © 
newspapers and books. 

- When such conditions are pos si 
after ten months of occupation, th 
must be something basically wrof 
What is the root cause of these syn 
toms, which are by no means confit 
to the American zone, but are perha 
even more numerous in the French a 


ports of American and English « cot 
spondents, are de- Nazification, 


Hitler, or the Republic, it was offe 
primarily by the workers. General ] 
Nair, of the labor divsiion of AMG 
Germany, has said that the workers 
the greatest hope of German democta 
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ie he has yet to find an industrialist 
is not an adherent of aggression. 
realistic anti-Nazi policy which 
; at the creation of a democratic Ger- 
y must, therefore, turn to the work- 
people as the most consistent ad- 
nts of a progressive German state. 
just the opposite is happening in 
zones of the western powers. Here 
land is the spearhead of reaction in 
many. The heirs and promoters of 
“balance of power’ policy are now 
ng about for a counterbalance to the 
RR on the continent. Anticipating 
ico’s fall, they work for restoration 
the monarchy in Spain. But they 
w that Spain is incapable of serious 
tary effort, that De Gaulle’s resigna- 
and the growth of the Left make 
ice an unpromising base for a west- 
bloc and that the resistance to adher- 
» to such a bloc is extremely power- 
in Italy. This accounts for the 
erate attempts of British imperial- 
to create a reactionary milieu in the 
» Countries, Northwest and Western 
many, 


ish Policy in Practice 

s governors (Oberpraesident) of 
neland-Westphalia, the provinces 
ch include the decisive Ruhr, the 
lish have named two arch reaction- 
s, Dr. Lehr and Dr. Amelunxen. 
latter recently became notorious by 
sing to appoint German anti-fascists 
fficials, on the ground that because 
‘had fought as partisans against Hit- 
; Wehrmacht they were unworthy of 
ig Officials in Germany. Dr. Lehr 
ned a provincial government in 
ch key posts are held by Nazi ac- 
ts like Count Metternich and mem- 
_ of the German Nationalist Party 
1 which Hitler originally shared 
er. 

y order of the British occupation au- 


thorities, German officials are forbidden 
to take part in politics. The aim is to 
create a bureaucracy alien to the people, 
a class of so-called unpolitical servants, 
a type which has always brought mis- 
fortune to Germany. Long before Hitler 
such men turned the administrative ap- 
paratus into a reactionary paradise and 
they were the most loyal paladins of the 
Third Reich. Under English patronage 
they feel cocky enough to forbid, 
through the provincial government of 
Oldenburg, the state officials to organ- 
ize and to act in trade unions. 

As chief adviser on textiles the British 
administration in Westphalia has nomi- 
nated one Herbert Tengelmann, a mem- 
ber of one of the sixty richest German 
families, whom Hitler appointed chair- 
man of the Clothing Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation. 

The British have called two Nazi war 
profiteers into the 23-member Rhenish 
provincial assembly: Abraham Frowein, 
who played a leading role in the Nazi 
synthetic silk industry, and Robert 
Pferdmenges. Pferdmenges, a Cologne 
banker, was described at a U. S. Senate 
Military Affairs Committee hearing on 
Oct. 6, 1945, by Orvis A. Schmidt, U. S. 
Treasury Investigator, as one of “the 
secret heads of a vast Nazi financial war 
machine, honeycombing the world.” In 
fact, Pferdmenges is on the supervisory 
board of the famous steel trust and on 
the board of the AEG, the biggest Ger- 
man electrical trust, which fled from 
Berlin to the safe haven of the British 
zone. 

It will surprise no one to learn that 
SS officers still serve on the Hamburg 
and Gelsenkirchen police, the latter city 
being one of the largest industrial cen- 
ters in the Ruhr. 

Under English auspices a crooked 
politician mamed Reinhold Wulle, — 
founder of the violently anti-Semitic. 
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“German Racial Attack and Defense 
League,” one of the forerunners of the 
Nazi party, can set up an anti-demo- 
cratic, royalist ‘“Christian Social Recon- 
struction” party. English advisers have 
given prominence to the tiny “Lower 
Saxon People’s Party,” which demands 
the secession of Hanover from Ger- 
many. From England comes the echo of 
Tory M.P.’s who want to turn anachro- 
nism into reality by crowning George VI 
King of Hanover. In Duesseldorf the 
British assisted at the birth of a sepa- 
ratist “Rhenish People’s Party’’ which 
demands a sovereign Federal Rhine- 
Ruhr State and has a reactionary cultural 
and economic program. That this Rhine- 
Ruhr State would be a domain of the 
British trusts is indicated by the London 
Economist, which advances the thesis 
that the Ruhr must be a component of 
a western European economy. 

In this connection one can understand 
the eagerness with which English gov- 
ermment representatives in the Allied 
Control Council fight for a German 
steel production far above the needs of 
a German peacetime economy. The same 
zeal and the same motives inspired Lord 
Riverdale, leader of the British delega- 
tion to the recent executive committee 
meeting of the International Chamber 
of Commerce, to declare in New York 
last December: “Germany again has to 
become a strong industrial nation.” The 
same Lord Riverdale said in-a speech at 
Sheffield on Oct. 23, 1933: “Some day 
we shall have to let the Germans arm, 
or we shall have to arm them. With the 
Russians armed to the teeth, and the 
tremendous menace in the East... .” 


Split Left to Aid Right 

We know the melody. And we know 
that behind the apparent generosity of 
England toward Germany is the old tac- 
tic of the Foreign Office: to support the 
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defeated after every war in Europ) 
that no power may become st. 
enough to challenge Britain’s sway 
the Continent. Thus it was after 
Franco-Prussian War and after 1 
And thus it is today. 

Today British reaction sees in © 
many its main European base ag: 
the Soviet Union. From this fol 
logically British support for anti-Se 
elements in Germany and the atte 
to isolate and squeeze out the Ger 
Communists and Left Socialists. ri 
years ago Hitler's path was smo 
by governmental campaigns against 
Left. A resumption of this policy co 
as a windfall to the German reactio) 
1946 which can only be extermin 
root and branch by a united anti-fa 
front. The Attlee government is | 
applying the classic “Divide and Ri 
formula, by which Hindus and Mosl 
in India, Arabs and Jews in the 
East, reactionaries and democrats 
Greece are incited against each othe! 
western Germany, where Social De 
crats and Communists are played 
against each other. 

An attempt is being made to bul 
western bloc within the worker’s 4 


-and for this purpose discredited ri 


wing Social Democrats are impo 
from the London emigration. They 
determined to retrace the path of 
Weimar Republic all the way to the 
evitable collapse into reactionary c 
trophe. Political and trade union m 
ments which espouse the unity of 
German workers are brusquely it 
fered with, and the four-party coali 
in Berlin is given no power in the I 
ish zone. 

The Hamburg radio is permittec 
wage a slander campaign against 
Communists, a campaign which 
risen to a violent pitch during re 
weeks. The reason? The Social De 


in the Russian zone have decided 
ke steps leading to organic union 
the Communists. An event of enor- 
; significance in German labor his- 
impends—the creation of a unified 
list workers’ party in Berlin, Sax- 
Thuringia, Brandenburg, Mecklen- 
, and western Pomerania. After 
- than thirty years of schism, the 
‘mist and revolutionary wings of 
- will march together, in at least 
part of Germany. The First World 
,. during which the leadership . of 
1 Democracy went over to the 
er, caused a rift in the largest party 
he international labor movement. 
split was widened by the German 
war of 1918-1920, when, after the 
teak of the German revolution, the 
il Democratic leaders made a secret 
with Field Marshal Hindenburg 
crushed the workers with the aid of 
rial generals. The foundation of 
Third Reich was thus prepared. A 
dy chasm separated Socialists and 
munists and both are culpable for 
ag to bridge the gap when the fas- 
menace appeared on the horzion. 
serious historians agree that a work- 
class marching together in 1932, 
in the early months of 1933, could 
smashed the Nazis. What a holo- 
t the world would have been saved! 
he German past teaches us the les- 
that without unity the workers will 
lefeated again. Their unity would 
e mountains, for besides the Nazis 
Social Democrats and Communists 
» the strongest German parties. If, 
ad of assaulting each other, they 
e, their weight in German domestic 
foreign affairs will be such as to 
el forever the fear of Germany 
ng other peoples. 
stead of rejoicing in the unity of 
German Left—a unity which would 
ent the resurrection of German im- 
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perialism if achieved on a national scale 


—the British and Americans describe 
the Social Democrats of the eastern zone 
as coerced and the Communists as vol- 
untary “agents of a foreign power’... 
that is, of the USSR. 


Americans Approve? 


This charge deserves a word of fun- 
damental comment. Sympathy with a 
state governed by the most progressive 
principles of the day, and a desire to 
make these principles effective in one’s 
own land—these sentiments are as-old 
as revolution and have inspired the 
greatest spirits of mankind. Those who 
attack the Soviet Union on this score 
would have called Friedrich Schiller an 
American agent because he hurled his 
‘In tyrannos”’ into the teeth of the Ger- 
man princes who were supplying cannon 
fodder for use against George Wash- 
ington’s armies. By the same token, the 
millions of Frenchmen who made the 
Great Revolution and wrote the Decla- 
ration of the Rights of Man were Amer- 
ican agents by reason of the inspiration 
they derived from American events and 
the Bill of Rights. Reaction has always 
tried, and will try again, to brand pro- 
gressive elements as “foreign agents.’ 
It is unfortunate that this tactic, em- 
ployed so successfully by Hitler, is now 
taken up on British initiative in Ger- 
many without opposition from respon- 
sible American authorities. In Berlin the 
only paper licensed by the Americans, 
the Tagesspiegel (Daily Mirror), has 
even become the spokesman of this pol- 
icy of splitting the anti-fascist forces. 

Is it not logical for the Germans to 
conclude that the Americans approve of 
the provocative British policy in Ger- _ 
many? Is not this conclusion strength- 
ened by the lack of democratic reorgan- 
ization and the legalization of a mon- 
archist party in the American zone, an 
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act at variance with the word and spirit 
of the Potsdam accord? Would not the 
interests of American democracy be bet- 
ter served if Nazis and pro-Nazis were 
treated as they are in the Russian zone 
and if reliable anti-fascists were given 
the positions and power they enjoy in 
Central and Eastern Germany? If the 


perience where compromise with r 
tion leads. Reaction grows bolder w 
appeasement, as the frightful history 
recent years has shown. The alternat 
is peaceful democracy or aggressive iif 
perialism. The men and women of 1 
new Germany have taken Goeth 
“Coptic Poem’’ to heart: 


political and economic measures taken 
in the Russian zone, and the unification 
of the Left parties, win the hearty ap- 
proval of the workers in the western 
powers’ zones, it is because German 
anti-fascists have learned by bitter ex- 


‘Du musst steignen oder sinken, — 
Du musst herrschen und gewinnen 
Oder dienen und verlieren, 
Leiden oder triumphieren, 
Amboss oder Hammer sein.” 


* 


NIEMOELLER SEES THE LIGHT? 


On January 22, 1946, Pastor Martin Niemoeller addressed the students of t 
University of Erlangen in the American zone of Germany. He was interrupted fi 
quently by opposition from the audience which included many former officers. 2 
tacking Nazism and Hitler, he referred to “the shameful attitude of the Germ 
‘Church and of many officers during the Nazi regime,” saying: “Churches he 
thanksgiving services on the occasion of ‘the rescue of the Fuehrer from the hat 
of murderers’ in November 1939 and in 1944, and the officers became Ha 
willing tools,” : 

S peaking of Spiritual needs in the reconstruction of Germany, he sea 

“At the beginning of every new life we must place a confession of guilt, at 
we must openly declare that we are not innocent of the murders committed by ti 
Nazis — of the murder of German Communists, Poles, Jews and the people: 
German-occupied countries. Some people might ask: ‘What about the guilt | 
others? No doubt others have made mistakes too. But the wave of crimes starked 1 
Germany and it rose higher here than in any other country. 

“To shift the guilt is merely a foolish device to lighten the guilt of each i 
dividual. In Christian parishes in the eastern parts of Berlin (in the Russian zone- 
Ed.), people do not get so excited about the question of guilt as here. There th 
poorest of the poor have recognized their share of guilt for the last twelve years an 
have acknowledged their guilt. Let us start the reconstruction of our Fatherland in 
true Christian spirit with the admission of our guilt. Only then shall we have save 
Germany from chaos.” 

These are good words. They echo the position taken by the left and counter thi 
of clerical reaction in Germany. But we are keeping our fingers crossed. Niemoelle 
who with Bishop Wurm heads the Protestant Churches of Germany and who was 
delegate to the February 14-23 meeting of the World Council of Churches i 
Geneva, is an organizational man. We wait to see what fruits he and his o 
ganization bring forth. 
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MARY CURTICE 


OTNOTE ON "PLANNING A CLERICAL HEMISPHERE" 


—This whole effort to falsify the picture of Canada in Mexico and of 


the Sinarquist movement in Canada is an important part of the Vatican's 


offensive. 


OT EVEN Cardinal Villeneuve, in 
spite of the statements he made 
ng his October visit to Mexico, 
y believes in the present existence 
_corporative state in Canada. That 
in his hopes for the future. But the 
tdity of such claims obscures the 
danger—that in the event of a 
essful Sinarquist rebellion in Mex- 
obviously being planned, clerical 
ience in Canada may be quite strong 
igh to paralyze any action by Canada 
revent the establishment of a cler- 
fascist state there, either through 
UNO or directly through the finan- 


interests Canadians have in Mexico. ° 


is St. Laurent, Minister of Justice 
he King cabinet, though a Liberal, 
tains the most cordial relations with 
tionary and clerical elements in 
bec. He is a leading member of 
ada’s delegation to UNO, as he was 
ae delegation to San Francisco which 
d to admit Argentina. He would 
uinly have no qualms about a similar 
cico. 

time Minister King might be ex- 
d a start of surprise if he read in 
December PROTESTANT the aspi- 
ym. of Father Vertiz, one of Mex- 
; most powerful Jesuits, “that Mex- 
may finally be what our Latin sis- 
French and Catholic Canada has 
ady become, the Kingdom of Mary 
y realized on earth.” He might 
k he ought to have heard about it. 
- even Quebec, much less Canada, 
et a corporative state. The day when 
er French or English Canadians are 
ing to ‘“‘exclude politics in the elec- 


toral sense’’ is hardly in sight. The Que- 
bec legislature is an electoral body, and 
functions as one. The recent Beauce by- 
election was fought, however corruptly, 
along violent political lines. 

The Cardinal’s designation to carry 
the Pope’s message to the Guadalupe 
celebration came very opportunely to 
bolster his prestige at home, consider- 
ably damaged by the fierce opposition 
of parish priests and several bishops 
to his policy of supporting the war 
effort. They accused him of selling out 
to the English. They saw in an Axis 
victory their chance to remodel Quebec 
into another Portugal or Vichy. The 
Cardinal knew better. Now however, 
he has become reconciled with them 
on their own ground. 

Where Quebec is concerned, he has 
come too late. The rapid industrialization 
of the province, under the press of war 
needs, has carried it forward toward 
democracy. The only communist mem- 
bér of the Dominion Parliament [now 
accused of disloyalty} comes from Que- 
bec, and no corporations sent him, in 
either sense of the word corporation. 
Half a dozen political parties freely 
argue their programs. The interna- 
tional unions, particularly the textile 
ones, have made important gains, in 
spite of the disruptive work of Four- 
nier, Duplessis’ henchman, The Bloc 
Populaire, darling of the clerical fas- 
cists, has grown weaker. The Liberals 
under Godbout or perhaps Valmore 
Bienvenue, hope to win an election 
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within a year. There are plenty of things 
wrong with Quebec, but the fight is 
going on to remedy them in a demo- 
cratic way. 

A great need is some channel of 
communication between Latin Canada 
and Latin Mexico which is not filled 
with priestly humbug. Quebec should 
be told—in French—that many Mext- 
cans protested against the hysteria and 
illegality of the Guadalupe celebration, 
with its threat of return to clerical 
tule. Mexico needs to be told —in 
Spanish—that most of what they hear 
about Catholic Canada is nonsense. The 
hard-headed French Canadian work- 
man would grin cynically to hear that 
the Cardinal was fostering the worship 
of the Toltec corn goddess, thinly 
veneered with Christianity. Mexicans 
know that; the Huichole Indians, and 
others, hold their harvest festival with 
pagan rites on the day of the Virgin 
of Guadalupe. It was obvious that the 
surging mobs who greeted the Cardi- 


FOR | WAS A JEW 


I stood and watched her standing there, 
Large dark eyes and curly hair, 

A coloured girl, dressed in rags 
Undoubtedly made from sugar bags. 


She looked up, stared into my face 
Conscious she was one of that lone black race, 
And I looked back, wondering if she knew 
We had something in common 


For I was a Jew. 


LayA G. (a 14 year old girl), 
Ottawa, Canada. 


-nal came from the poorest and mos 
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norant of the Mexican people, mo 
Indian. It is no credit to recent gov 
ments that they are so ignorant. 
present campaign against illiteracy 
long overdue. ' 

The French-Canadian has this g 
interest in common with the Mex 
that both suffer from American” 
perialism, and are in danger of b 
betrayed by their church to their 
my. Here is their common gto 
here is where they should meet te 
each other. If the Cardinal wishe 
introduce the worship of the Vi 
of Guadalupe to Quebec, he will 
have to substitute tequila for Cana 
beer. 

This whole effort to falsify the 
ture of Canada in Mexico and of 
Sinarquist movement in Canada is 
important part of the Vatican’s o} 
sive. It must be judged as a poli 
move, and counteracted by better 
derstanding among Latin peoples. 


REVIEW OF VITAL LITERATURE | 


T AMERICAN NEGROES, by Ben 
hardson. Published by Thos. Y. 
well, N. Y., 223 pp., $2.50. 


te are portraits of Duke Ellington, 
n Anderson, Joe Louis, Langston 
es, Adam Powell, William C. 
y (St. Louis Blues) and other 
in the arts and sciences. They 
alive and move right easily in 
pages of Ben Richardson's un- 
‘ed and good-humored prose. Not 
loes the author revel in every de- 
at gave meaning to the growth of 
personalities, but he has taken the 
to know their background and the 
is arts which they used. And they 
| artists. and originals. Their only 
on denominator is their individu- 
vhich Mr, Richardson evokes with 
re touch of a fellow artist, for he 
If is a musician and painter as well 
t in words. The book sets a stand- 
or this type of reading in the 
ls and libraries of America. The 
is beautifully illustrated by Louise 
lo and is a joy to look at. 
RL 


-‘SEMITISM IN POPULAR BOOKS 


sly innuendo or direct reference, 
writers of popular fiction attempt 
little and degrade the Jews. Ap- 
tly such an author is Agatha Chris- 
1e English mystery writer whose 
's achieve international circulation 
abulous sales, counting inexpensive 
its. Miss Christie is not above this 


f£ cheap Jew-baiting: : 
You observed without doubt that she 
Jewess?’ 


had not. But now that he mentioned 
saw the faint traces of Semitic an- 
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“Poirot nodded. ‘It makes for success— 
that. Though there is still one avenue of 


danger — since it is of danger we are 
talking.’ 
“*You mean?’ 


ae bed 


Love of money. 
—(from Thirteen At Dinner) 


Is this an isolated instance? Then con- 
sider this sentence from another of Miss 
Christie’s mystery novels, Peril At End 
House: “I dismiss the long-nosed M. 
Lazarus who offered fifty pounds for a 
picture that was only worth twenty (it 
is odd, that, when you come to think 
of it — most uncharacteristic of his 
race).” Or this brief extract from her 
celebrated The Murder of Roger Ack- 
royd: ‘They are usually Scotch gentle- 
men, but I suspect a Semitic strain in 
their ancestry.” 


Why does Miss Agatha Christie in- 
ject a Jewish character into almost every 
book that she writes, and, what is more 
to the point, why the offensive allusions 
tc “Jewish” physiognomy, manners, and 
— over-and-over-again — the fallacious 
characteristic of over-fondness for 
money attributed to Jews? 


Ever since Hitler, Streicher & Com- 
pany (as well as their American soul- 
mates) began dissemination of their vile 
racist theories, we have come to suspect 
those who cast aspersions upon the Jew- 
ish people. 

It is for this reason that we have 
healthy suspicions of another mystery 
writer, Dorothy L. Sayers. In our read- 
ing of every conceivable sort of fiction, 
we have never come across a more offen- 
sive passage than this from Miss Sayers’ 
Whose Body: 

“I must write a few lines to Lady Levy; 

I used to know her quite well, you know, 
dear, down in Hampshire, when she was 


a girl. Christine Ford, she was then, and I 
remember so well the dreadful trouble 
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there was about her marrying a Jew. That 
was before he made his money, of course, 
in that oil business out in America. The 
family wanted her to marry Julian Freke, 
- who did so well afterwards and was con- 
nected with the family, but she fell in love 
with this Mr. Levy and eloped with him. 
He was very handsome, then, you know, 


dear, in a foreign-looking way, but he - 


hadn’t any means, and the Fords didn’t 
like his religion. Of course, we’re all Jews 
nowadays, and they wouldn’t have minded 
so much if he’d pretended to be some- 
thing else, like that Mr. Simons we met 
at Mrs. Porchester’s, who always tells ev- 
erybody that he got his nose in Italy at 
the Renaissance, and claims to be de- 
scended somehow or other from La Bella 
Simonetta — so foolish, you know, dear 
— as if anybody believed it; and I’m 
sure some Jews are very good people, and 
personally I'd much rather they believed 
something, though of course it must be 
very inconvenient, what with not work- 
ing on Saturdays and circumcising the 
poor little babies and everything depend- 
ing on the new moon and that funny kind 
of meat they have with such a slang- 
sounding name, and never being ‘able to 
have bacon for breakfast.” 

Fortunately, American publishing 
houses usually taboo such offensive ref- 
erences to race or religion—and it is in- 
deed remarkable that this was allowed 
to stand in the work of a prominent 
writer at all, 

But inexcusable, to say the least; is 
the following error which a very old and 


BOOKS RECEIVED 
NATIONALITIES AND NATIONAL Minorities, by Oscar I. Janowsky, Macnii 


Co., 232 pp., $2.75. 


TAKING Gop INTO PARTNERSHIP, by Grenville Kleiser, Funk & Wagnalls ¢ 


pany, 175 pp., $1.50. 


A CATHOLIC LooKs AT THE Wor LD, by Francis E. McMahon, Vanguard 


334 pp., $2.75. 


respectable publishing house has ~ 
mitted. Since the book in question i 
widely-read by children and is use 
classroom text, it is all the more ff 
hensible that the publisher should” 
printed the material without delet 
We refer to Tales From Shakespear 
Charles and Mary Lamb, in which 
following is taken from the synopé 
version of “The Merchant of Veni¢ 
“If I can catch him on the hip, I 
feed the ancient grudge I bear hin 
hates our Jewish nation; he lends 
money gratis, and among the merc 
he rails at me and my well-earned 
gains, which he calls interest. Curse 
my tribe if I forgive him!” 
Are we being unduly sensitive } 
we demand that such material 
though paraphrased from the | 
Shakespeare — be kept from our 
dren? Can we expect a child of nif 
ten to judge this tale in its proper 
torical perspective? Have we not 
right to expect a publisher to show 
ficient intelligence to delete such o 
sive material from classroom textbe 
Anti-Semitic material in modert 
erature should be vigorously blueq 
cilled by all publishers whenevi 
writer, no matter how high his lite 
standing or how great his sales, st 
to such malicious nonsense. 
WILLIAM WALLE 


CAN THESE Bonzs Live?, by Roger Babson and Dudley Zuver, Harper & Broth 


254 pp., $2.00. 


EXILE IN THE Stars, by James J. Donohue, Macmillan Company, 56 pp., $ 


WHEN Lire Gets Harp, by James Gordon Gilkey, Macmillan Company, 


pp-, $1.50. 


Mens TO THE EDITOR 


ogical Textbook Indulges in Anti-Semitism 


e should not be surprised if we find that a textbook on Christian morals 

regards slavery as theoretically justifiable also indulges in anti-Semitism. 
: the second volume of Moral and Pastoral Theology (Sheed and Ward, 
) by the English Jesuit scholar Henry Davis, the theoretical justification of 
ty is found on pages 269-270. | 
he anti-Semitism ocaurs in a passage on page 259: “.. . God wishing to recall 
ewish people—zaturally prone to cruelty—to a sense of pity forbade certain 
irances of cruelty in respect of dumb animals.” The italics are mine, not in the 
ral. 
Mavis refers to Thomas Aquinas as authority for his discussion of man’s proper 
nent of dumb beasts. As a matter of fact, Aquinas in the Summa Theologica, 
j-102,a.6, ad 8, did say that the Jewish people “were prone to cruelty’’ but 
if his meaning were that cruelty was still a culture trait of the Jews as late as 
thirteenth Century there is no reason for Davis to perpetuate such a pre- 
‘ific, unanthropological notion. 
is at least doubtful that Aquinas meant anything more than that the primitive 
‘ites (like most early peoples) were indifferent to the feelings of dumb brutes. 
uld be noted that a relevant passage (not cited by Davis) in Aquinas’ Summa 
ra Gentiles, Bk. III, Pt. Il, cap. cxii, has no hint of such a prejudice. In any 
Davis has definitely twisted Aquinas’ treatment by referring to the Jews as 
‘rally prone to cruelty.” 
his textbook is a recent and popular one in Roman Catholic seminaries, has 
into at least four editions, and enjoys the usual nihil obstat and imprimatur. 

JOSEPH FLETCHER 
Cambridge, Mass. 


lacious Monarchist Plot 

nce more the Spanish people are sold down the river by the Laborite govern- 
of Britain and the Spellman-controlled politicasters of Washington, not to— 
ion some befuddled politicians of Paris. Thus history repeats itself. In 1876, 
a period of political anarchy, the master intriguers of that time foisted upon 
nsuspecting people of Spain a monarchy, under Alfonso XII, which handed 
1 to them, as a sop, a pseudo-liberal constitution. 

‘his time, with the cynical connivance of Bevin and his pals, another Bourbon 
is being set up, with equally hypocritical promises of a democratic constitu- 
The gullible, despicable Bevin, as illiterate a denizen as ever occupied his 
office, fearing the bogey of Soviet influence in Spain, allows the monarchists 
t themselves once again as the masters of the martyred Spanish slaves. 

‘he Monarchy! The symbol of all the age-old calamities that have made of 
1 a byword among the nations! Anybody knows democracy and monarchy in 
1 are absolutely incompatible, whatever else they may be in England. England 
t Spain. Any attempt to set up a democratic regime under any monarchy in 
1 is bound to turn out a tragic mockery. What did the million Spaniards in 
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the Axis-engineered war die for? To set up a convenient, face-saving Ki 
spawn of a repudiated, idiot family, so the grandees, the theocrats and the ge 
could still hold on to their ill-smelling privileges at the expense of the € 
victim, the people of Spain? How many more Spaniards must die before Spai 
call her soul her own? And the irony of it is that America, the self-styled char 
of true democracy, is willing to become a party to this mendacious monarchist 
clumsily disguised in the tinsel of democratic jargon. : = 

MANUEL L. LOPEZ | 

University of Oregoi 


Impressed by Frankness é 


I am very much impressed with THE PROTESTANT's frankness, and feet 
such a magazine is, to say the least, timely. 

It was only lately that THE PROTESTANT came to my attention. If you 
send me some sample copies, I shall see what I can do in obtaining subsa ip 
from my people. - 

The Roman Catholic papers do not hesitate to speak out. Why should 
tants take an attitude of “hush! hush!’’? In the Army such a Roman Catholic 
as the Sunday Visitor had such headlines as “Why Are Protestants Ignorant 0 
True Religion?” “The Only True Church,” etc. I know whereof I spel a h 
been a Chaplain in the late war. 


I feel that your magazine fills a crying need to awaken Protestants to the 1 
spread propaganda now in vogue in the radio, press and moving picture indi 


Dr. THomas H. WHELPLEY, Paz or, 
Chelsea Presbyterian Church, N.Y. € 


Domination of the Chaplain Corps 


What I would like to. write for THE PRoTESTANT is an exposé of 
Catholic domination of the Chaplain Corps: That in a country which is 
dominantly Protestant, we have a Catholic priest as Chief of Chaplains in W 
ington, a Catholic priest as Commandant of the Chaplain School, a Catholic p 
as Theater Chaplain here, and Catholic priests all along the line in the Cha 
Corps who hold our fate in their hands; That our denominational secretaries 
bishops in the Protestant denominations at home let the situation continue 
tenting themselves with sending us devotional pamphlets and cheering let 
That, seeing the signs of an undercurrent of discontent and revolt, our Protet 
leaders are knocking themselves out printing conciliatory articles about the Cat 
Church rather than taking up the cudgels in forthright criticism: That, while 
Protestant chaplains outnumber the Catholic in the Army and Navy, 
fully as heroic and much more accommodating to the men, the movies : 
picture magazines and the newspapers are overwhelmingly loaded with pra 
the Catholic priests. 

A CHaptain who has been with the U. S. 
Europe since shortly after D-Day. 
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